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Homesick on the Road to Santa Fe:
James J. Webb's.Private Di(~TY, 1856
JANE LENZ ELDER

In the spring of 1856, James Josiah Webb prepared to leave his home in
Cornwall Bridge, Connecticut, to travel west to New Mexico. An experienced plainsman and merchant who would eventually cross the Santa Fe
Trail eighteen times during his life, Webb owned and acted as the eastern representative of one of Santa Fe's largest and best-known trading
firms of the era, Webb & Kingsbury.' This firm, an outgrowth of Webb's
previous trading partnership with William S. Messervy, operated in New
Mexico between 1853 and 1861. Webb's junior partner, John M.
Kingsbury, who had begun in the trade as Messervy & Webb's clerk,
acted as the firm's representative in Santa Fe while Webb stayed in the
east to buy and ship goods, collect payments, and invest profits. 2
Webb had spent the late winter and early spring of 1856 in New York
and Boston purchasing goods such as clothing, foodstuffs, hardware,
and luxury items that would make up his Santa Fe store's inventory for
the next year; he spent over $24,000 in Boston alone that season.] After
arranging to ship these goods by rail and water to Westport, Missouri,
Webb planned to travel there himself and contract with a freighter to
transport the goods across the prairie by ox-drawn wagons. He then
planned to go on to Santa Fe himself in a lighter, speedier conveyance
and meet with his junior partner, John Kingsbury.4
As routine as these activities were for a man who had been actively
engaged in the Santa Fe trade since before the Mexican War, in 1856
these same activities seem to have been the cause of some melancholy
for Webb. This time, for the first time in his career, he was leaving loved
Jane Lenz Elder is associate director of the William P. Clements Center for
Southwest Studies at Southern Methodist University.
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ones behind in Connecticut. He had resolved that his wife, Lillie, who
two years before had accompanied him on a honeymoon trek to Santa
Fe, should remain in Cornwall Bridge with their one-year-old son,
Jimmie. 5 Rather than subject them to the hazards of trail life, Webb proceeded west alone, "as it is a great task to take them across the plains,
and Jimmie is getting his teeth and subject to sick turns every few days."6
When Webb had written to his partner from Connecticut early that spring,
he had expressed confidence in his resolve to leave his family at home.
Once Webb found himself out on the prairie, however, his faith in that
decision provided little comfort in the face of the loneliness he felt without his wife and son.
Webb was not the first traveler to reflect on home and hearth while
out in the vast stretches of territory over which the 800-mile Santa Fe
Trail ran. Countless others experienced similar inclinations to remember
absent loved ones or perhaps indulge in flights of fancy. The writers
among them, like Lewis Hector Garrard, found solace in recording their
thoughts:
It was my favorite pastime to take a blanket, and lie on the
ground with it wrapped around me, with back to the wind, apart
from the noisy camp, to read or scrawl a few words, in a blank
book, of the events of the day, or think of friends far away; or,
perchance, nodding, and, in a dreamy state, with the warm sun
beaming on me, build castles in the air. 7

As he concluded, perhaps apologetically, "Anyone in the Far West, is
romantically inclined."g
Like Garrard, James J. Webb decided to put pencil to paper (in this
case a small, pocket-sized, leather book in which he made notes about
purchases)-a source apparently heretofore overlooked by scholars,
including Webb's biographer, Ralph P. Bieber. 9 Webb addressed his brief
travel journal to his beloved wife and in light pencil in a cramped hand
described scenes and places they had previously enjoyed together as
newlyweds. Webb, a tough businessman and hardy adventurer, wrote
with unexpected sensitivity, his prose sometimes approaching the lyricism of another well-known trail writer, Marion Sloan Russell. He captured the melancholy of the plains in one example as he addressed his
wife in the journal's opening in which he described his view of the sunset from a rise, the breadth and beauty of the surrounding landscape,
and its attendant emptiness. Shortly thereafter, however, the
commonplaces of trail life intruded and Webb concluded that day's entry with a phrase that echoed the activity around him: "I hear the whips
crack which reminds me that the mail is near...."
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James Josiah Webb, late in life. Photograph courtesy of the Hamden Historical
Society, Hamden, Connecticut.
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Ironically, in memoirs he dictated toward the end of his life, Webb
asserted that thoughts and talk of home and loved ones far away had no
place in trail life. On one particularly arduous winter crossing, he claimed
to have actively discouraged such talk "as tending to depress the spirits and overcome the will." Offenders, he continued, would be penalized
a gallon of whiskey upon their arrival in Westport. "Tenderheartedness,
sentimental love, or even affection strongly manifested," Webb concluded, "have no place in the prairie, unless the object is present with
you and under your protection."lo Josiah Gregg apparently held the same
opinion. In his Commerce of the Prairies (1844), he stated flatly that
"Men under such bonds [of matrimony and parenthood] are peculiarly
unfitted for the chequered life of a Santa Fe trader. The domestic hearth,
with all its sacred and most endearing recollections, is sure to haunt
them in the hour of trial, and almost every step of their journey is apt to
be attended by melancholy reflections of home and domestic dependencies."11 As he penned his thoughts in his journal, however, Webb indulged in exactly the sort of domestic nostalgia that experienced traders
and plainsmen cautioned against as he penned his thoughts in his journal.
The diary, reproduced below in its entirety, falls into two parts. The
first part describes trail and camp life, including Webb's hunting adventures and the foibles of his traveling companions. Although Webb occasionally commented on encounters with other groups of people, he
imparted a sense of isolation and intimacy more indicative of accounts
of sea voyages.
The second part begins with Webb's arrival at Fort Union, the first
large outpost on the New Mexico end of the trail. Indeed, his tone reminds one of a sailor returning to port. Webb's loneliness diminished as
he resumed his customary role as a man of affairs; he described the
activities within the fort and he recorded select incidents and gossip he
felt his wife might want to hear. The following text comes directly from
the pages of Webb's journal.
Cimmeron [sic] River, May [date illegible] 1856. 12 Passed near "upper crossing" a Comanche village, about twenty lodges-two chiefs
named "Without Moccasins" "Sin Zappatos" & "Camiza de Mugen"men hungry, but treated us well. 15th wrote my wife by Mr. Perin from
"Mudill Spring."IJ
Friday May 16th 6 0' clock p.m. I have just supped at Cold Spring on
ham, [illegible], chile, warm bread crackers and coffee, and have walked
along the road to see if I could not kill an antelope, but my mind refuses
to attend to hunting. 14 I cannot hunt, 0 thou loved ones far away. My
beloved, I am seated on an eminence with an extensive view for miles
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around, not a tree to be seen, scarcely a cloud in the sky, the sun now
setting on my right, the moon just rising on my left. All seems pleasant
but such a horrible stillness and solitude, not a living creature to be
seen in this extended view. I am alone with my God, my thoughts are of
Him and his kindness to me.-While I adore Him and wonder at this vast
solitude, other images present themselves. Those I love, and who have
passed here before with me. My wife, my child, where are they? Are they
well? Do they ever imagine the situation of Papa? Whether the weather
is strong or pleasant, whether he is cheerful or sad, whether he is well or
ill. I know you often have these thoughts run through your mind. I judge
from my own reflections, and how lonesome and dreary is this journey.
We, on our way in, camped at the Cold Spring. Then we together enjoyed the refreshing draught from that limpid spring. We praised it together; we drank of its waters together, we ate upon its banks together,
but alas my mate is not here. I am alone. With you it must now be near 8
0' clock. You have finished supper and are about undressing our boy.
Do you speak to him of Papa? He is laid down to rest. Mama sits in the
twilight and thinks where, oh where, and how is Papa? Your thoughts
are with him & I hope your prayers are for him. Aunt Harriet has just
finished wa~hing her dishes and sits down beside you. Well, Lil, where
do you suppose Mr. Webb is now? Well, I don't know. Probably somewhere about the Cimeron [sic]. I was just thinking about him. Let's see.
He started the fourth. He is now 12 days out. I think he is somewhere
between the Cimeron & Cedar Spring. 15 Oh, I wish I had gone with him.
And you talk on a few minutes, and Aunt H. undertakes to knit, falls
asleep, nods till her neck is near broken, and rises. Well, I think we had
best go to bed. Good night, Lil, pleasant dreams, dreams about Josiah.
Uncle Ira [has a] dream that the Indians are all around him, ha ha ha.
I hear the whips crack which reminds me that th~ mail is near, and I
kiss you a happy good night. A kiss for Jimmie too, bless his little heart.
Nooned at "Cottonwood."'6 As soon as we arrived in camp I took
my gun & started ahence. I thought it would be a fine thing to kill an
antelope, leave it on the way side & then hunt a [skunk?] and tell my
wife all about it. I hunted the antelope, shot at & wounded him, but not
badly, pursued him for a mile or two and gave up the chase. Tired as you
may suppose. Start again for the road. Oh how hot, oh how tired, oh how
dry, but I must get to the road before the carriages arrive. I made it just
in time, but not in time to write my beloved and tell her how I killed the
antelope, but now tell her how I did not kill him. I shot him too far back.
We have just finished supper, the boys are greasing the carriages.
Judge Kirby B[enedict] and Solomon [Beuthner? Speigelberg?] are on
the banks of the stream talking of clean shirts and preparations for meeting the ladies at Ft. Union. 17 We have a lovely day. The mornings are
cool, almost cold, which reminds us we are nearing the mountains. Oh

146

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

APRIL 1997

how I do wish you were with me. Blasa is to be married. IS "[She] is like all
the Mexicans," Mrs. K[ingsbury] coughs, [complaining of] "her taking
several little things."'9 The word is out "drive up" and I must kiss you
both a good night. How I would like a drink of[word illegible].
May 18th breakfasted Rock Creek. Nooned at Whetstone Branch. 20 I
start immediately after arriving in camp on a hunt & follow down the
creek but after a long run could get a shot at no game. Crossed the ridge
& the next hollow, found a fine patch of wild cherry bushes, thought I
would sit down in the shade and take it easy, hold a short conversation
with my dear wife and let the game come up to be killed. But I discovered
some antelope behind me and returned in pursuit, was unsuccessful.
Returning to the bushes, two antelope came running up the valley'to a
hole of water to drink. So if I had acted on first impulse I might have
been successful. As it was I have a long run and got only tired. Took
supper at "Point of Rocks" and slept in the prairie about 10 miles from
Pt.of Rocks. 21 I kiss you all good night.
May 19th, we are nearing Ft. Union, as anyone might know from the
slicking up in camp. Your loving husband has on a light colored shirt,
standing collar, clean hands and face etc. Solomon shaved yesterday
and today we have, after some persuasion, got him to cut off his whiskers. He since rides with his face muffled up in a large wool comfort to
keep from taking cold. He is now dressing for the arrival. Judge B[en edict]
is taking it easy. On arriving in camp he wanted me to make him a gin
"cocktail, tolerably strong if you please Mr. Webb. I don't feel very well
today." I made it to suit him and his tongue is now running like the
clapper of a fire bellY We are all in good health and spirits. I think of
you, oh how many times during the day. We go within 7 miles of the Ft.,
sleep; & go on in the morning to breakfast. By the way I must give you
a first hand [illegible word] four miles east of "Ch [---?]" we turned over
about 9 o'clock at night. Nobody hurt. The next day after a great deal of
study and effort Solomon was delivered of the following couplet
"Last night about nine o'clock
The old stage got a good knock.
Judge B. immediately added
"And on me fell a hundred and fifty pounds of Beef
Without my lief."
Solomon and the Judge sat on the same seat and Solomon fell on the
Judge.
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We have had a terribly pleasant time. Today we had a shower on us
at Ocate but it is now pleasant. 2J This is the only rain we have had since
I last wrote you. It is now half past four, about half past six with you. I
must kiss Jimmie good night, and as I shall not be able to write you again
tonight, } will bid you good night also, kiss, kiss. Pleasant dreams my
love.
May 21, My dear wife, } yesterday had to perform a duty which
altho' some [illegible word] it my imperative on me to perform on our
[illegible word] at Ft. Union, I met Major [Cary M.] Fry, who asked me to
his houseY I was talking with Mr. [William F.] Moore and replied that I
should certainly cal1. 25 Should fear a scolding from my wife should I pass
through without calling to see a friend who she esteemed so highly. Mr.
Moore called me [to] one side, and said "have you not heard her [Ellen J.
Fry's] treatment to Mrs. Kingsbury?" I had not. He then related to me as
follows, the story was corroborated by others, and with much feeling. It
seems Major Fry was in Santa Fe a few days before her [Kate Kingsbury]
starting for the States and invited her to drive directly to his house and
stop. She accordingly did so. It seems Mrs. F[ry] was out walking &
seeing the mail coming down the street, she ran to the house, and locked
the doors. Mrs. K arrived a moment after, alighted, knocked at the door,
& Sally [perhaps a child or a servant] raised the window and replied that
Mrs. F[ry] was out walking, & the door was locked & could not let her in.
Mrs. K. replied that she presumed she would return soon and would wait
in the carriage untill [sic] her return. After waiting some time, Mrs. F.
opened the door and asked her in. Said she was just going up to the mail
house to call on her, and had anticipated a fine visit with her there. The
carriage had gone, Mrs. K. thought it strange, but could not suppose
she meant to intimate that she could not accommodate her, and after
remaining a while asked the privilege for her servant to wash some things
for her boy [George Kingsbury]. Mrs. F. replied that it could not be in
her Kitchen, but might go into the corral, but finally on considering a
moment concluded that water was very scarce and she could not spare
it, & finally told her she could not accommodate her but that they had
very fine accommodations at the mail house. 26 Mrs. K. left, walking to
the mail house in the rain, Facunda [the Kingsbury's servant] carrying
the babe & Mrs. K. her satchel &c. Capt. [William] Shoemaker's son
happened to be at the mail house, saw her coming, crying, met her a
short distance from the house and invited her to return with him to his
father's houseY After his insisting upon it she returned and spent the
night. There was a great deal of indignation felt and expressed at the Ft.
} consider it the most heartless, inhospitable, and mean insult I ever
knew offered to a respectable woman by a family pretending to respectability. I did not and shall never call on Mrs. F. or hereafter know the
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Major except business may compel a short intercourse of a purely business character. I hope you will discontinue your correspondence with
her without delay, excuse, or explanation. No good can possibly come
of its continuance, and by continuing it you may sometime be exposed
to a like insult or at least to ridicule. She is heartless, soulless, and
entirely selfish. I have heard a part of the story before I met the Major
and could not cut one I had known as a friend for so long until after
reflection, particularly a family so much esteemed by my dear wife, but I
have resolved to do nothing which can possible expose me, or those
whom I love so dearly to a like indignitY ..l.would freeze on the prairie
before.l.would knock at their door for admission. I spent the night with
Mr. Moore, had a good nights rest, a good breakfast. This is written at
the foot of "Tecolote hill" while the mail party are breakfasting. 28 We
expect to arrive in Santa Fe tomorrow, 5 o'clock p.m. We have just finished supper at "Pajarito Spring," that beautiful camp you so much admired. 29 I went down to the spring, took a cup of water from its rocky
basin, and drank the refreshing draught to the health of those I love at
home. Oh how different the circumstances from when we were here together. I do again wish you were here. Why have I been induced to
separate from you? Is it that I may prove my love for you by resisting
temptation? The trial is a severe one, but I believe just. God help me to
resist it. I must. I will. Oh I cannot forget you, even for a moment.
We had a good supper and ate with gusto. This lovely climate! My
dearest love, you must not forget this beautiful climate. You have no
such beautiful days & nights, mornings and evenings. I have seen but
one little cloud about the size of my hat today. The climate is refreshing
and envigorating [sic]. I should be happy if you were here. They have
just finished harnessing and I must kiss you good night, kiss, kiss.
Dream of your loving husband.
May 24th, Judge [Joab] Houghton is betting with all hands about
his geIting married.
The shift in the tone of James Webb's letter after his arrival at Fort
Union, from one of a lonesome lover to that of an autocratic husband
dictating his wife's choice of friends, might puzzle some readers. In relating the incident that occurred between Major Fry's wife and Kate
Kingsbury, Webb reacted with more vehemence than one would consider appropriate for such a petty case of inhospitality. Both Webbs
knew, however, as a casual observer would not, that Kate Kingsbury
was an invalid suffering from tuberculosis and that her son, also in
delicate health, was handicapped by a serious, but unspecified, birth
defect. One cannot judge from this evidence what prompted Mrs. Fry to
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leave Kate Kingsbury standing on her doorstep in the rain. Perhaps she
feared exposure to Kate'sillness; perhaps George Kingsbury's physical
deformity, about which so little was said, repelled her, or perhaps she
merely disliked Mrs. Kingsbury.
An annotation a few pages later in Webb's notebook, dated 16 April
1857, indicates that Mrs. Fry regretted her behavior in that it had cost
her the friendship of Lillie Webb. Webb quoted her as saying, "I never
expect to have another friend I love so dearly as 1 loved Mrs. Webb. 30
But if Mrs. Fry felt any remorse about offending Kate Kingsbury, she
never had the opportunity to express it. Both Kate and her son George
fell seriously ill upon their arrival at her family's home in Massachusetts. George died on 18 July 1856. John Kingsbury, summoned from
Santa Fe, hastened east to help care for Kate, who lingered throughout
the fall and winter. By spring of 1857 she felt strong enough to try to
return to New Mexico, but died at an Arkansas River crossing. She was
buried in Santa Fe, her husband and James J. Webb among the mourners. 3l
Webb began the long journey home to Connecticut in the summer of
1857. Through circumstances no one could have anticipated, his New
Mexico sojourn lasted a full year longer than he had intended. The year
was not wasted, however. Webb spent some of his time serving in the
lower house of the New Mexico legislature as one of four representatives for Santa Fe County.32 His remaining time he devoted to the business of trading. It proved to be his last opportunity to actively engage
in the enterprise through which he had made his fortune. Although the
firm of Webb & Kingsbury continued to operate for another four years,
Webb never again returned to live in Santa Fe. His preoccupation with
his family and his experimental farm in Connecticut eventually replaced
his interest in his mercantile house. That Webb's priorities were shifting
is evident from the earlier portion of this brief travel journal. By the time
he officially retired from the Santa Fe trade in 1861, James J. Webb's
transformation from western adventurer to Connecticut gentleman farmer
and family man was complete.
NOTES
James J. Webb's private diary consists of a clasped memo book in Box 8 of the
James J. Webb papers in the Missouri Historical Society Archives. I would like to
acknowledge archivist Martha Clevenger for her able assistance and for her permission to reproduce the fragment presented here. I also extend many thanks to
Mark L. Gardner and David J. Weber, both of whom set the standard in scholarly
support and generosity.

1. Obituary of James 1. Webb, newsclipping in Miscellany file, box 8, James
Webb Papers, Missouri Historical Society Archives (hereafter MHS). For a brief
biography, see the introduction to James. Josiah Webb, Adventures in the Santa Fe
Trade, 1844-1847, ed. Ralph P. Bieber (1931; Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Porcupine Press, 1974); Barton Barbour, Reluctant Frontiersman: James Ross Larkin on
the Santa Fe Trail (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1990), 20.
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2. For both a history of the Webb & Kingbury firm and biographical backgrounds
of James J. Webb, John M. Kingsbury, and their wives, see the introduction to Jane
Lenz Elder and David J. Weber, eds., Trading in Santa Fe: John M. Kingsbury's
Correspondence with James Josiah Webb, 1853-1861 (Dallas, Texas: Southern
Methodist University Press for DeGolyer Library, 1996).
3. James W. Webb to John M. Kingsbury, II February 1856, Webb Papers, MHS.
4. James Josiah Webb, Adventures in the Santa Fe Trade, 1844-1847, 23-24.
5. Webb to Kingsbury, 10 March 1854, Webb Papers, MHS.
6. Webb to Kingsbury, 20 February 1856, Webb Papers, MHS.
7. Lewis H. Garrard, Wah-To-Yah and the Taos Trail, ed. Ralph P. Bieber (Glendale, California: The Arthur H. Clark Company, 1938),90.
8. Ibid., 91.
9. See Bieber's biographical sketch of Webb in the introduction to Webb, Adventures in the Santa Fe Trade.
10. Ibid., 159-60.
II. Josiah Gregg, Commerce of the Prairies, ed. Max L. Moorhead (1844; Norman:
University of Oklahoma Press, 1954), 264.
12. Because Webb wrote in pencil and carried his notebook on his person, some
words and phrases are illegible. One can imagine, from the worn and stained cover
and the rubbed and obliterated notations, that his journal underwent the usual
hardships associated with trail life, in addition to the possible indignity of lengthy
sojourns in Webb's hip pocket.
13. The "upper crossing" is near present-day Lakin, Kansas, about sixty miles
north of Cimarron. Marc Simmons, Following the Santa Fe Trail: A Guide for
Travelers (1984; Santa Fe, New Mexico: Ancient City Press, 1986), 117-18; Webb
may be referring to Middle Spring on the Cimarron Route of the trail. Historian
Mark Gardner has suggested that Webb's spelling could be a humorous reference to
the condition of the spring. Mark Gardner to Jane Elder, personal correspondence,
22 August 1995.
14. Cold Spring is on the Cimarron cutoff just northeast of Fort Nichols in the
Oklahoma panhandle. Simmons, Following the Santa Fe Trail, 148.
15. An important camp site, Cedar Spring was the sole source of water for Camp
Nichols. See Gregory M. Franzwa, The Santa Fe Trail Revisited (St. Louis, Missouri: The Patrice Press, 1989), 131; Gardner to Elder, personal correspondence,
22 August 1995.
16. Cottonwood Creek. See Randolph B. Marcy, The Prairie Traveler (New York:
Harper & Brothers, 1859), 262.
17. Kirby Benedict had been appointed associate justice of the Supreme Court of
New Me'xico in 1853 by President Franklin Pierce. See Ralph Emerson Twitchell,
Leading Facts of New Mexican History, 5 vols. (1911-1917; Albuquerque, New
Mexico: Horn & Wallace), 2:393, n. 318. It remains unclear whether the Solomon
to whom Webb referred was Solomon Beuthner, who ran a mercantile house in Taos
with his brothers Joseph and Sampson, or if it was Solomon Spiegelberg, a member
of the prominent Spiegelberg merchant family in Santa Fe.
18. Blasa was Kate Kingsbury's Mexican servant. Kate was John Kingsbury's
wife.
19. This reference to Kate Kingsbury, whose "coughs" are a symptom of tuberculosis (from which she suffered) suggests that Webb and his party encountered her
along the trail as she traveled east to Massachusetts. Kate's comment regarding
Blasa's thieving ways-she considered her to be like "all the Mexicans"-reveals
her attitude toward the people among whom she had been living for the previous
two years.
20. Rock Creek and Whetstone Creek were two camp sites just east of Point of
Rocks. Marcy, The Prairie Traveler, 264.
21. Point of Rocks was a famous Trail landmark in eastern New Mexico, from
which a small, clear spring runs. Franzwa, The Santa Fe Trail Revisited, 161.
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22. Judge Benedict's fondness for alcohol landed him in a series of scrapes, some
of which Webb's partner Kingsbury described. See, for example, Kingsbury to Webb,
6 November and II December 1859 in Elder and Weber, eds., Trading in Santa Fe,
184-87, 195-97. Ultimately, drinking ruined Benedict's career. Aurora Hunt, Kirby
Benedict: Frontier Federal Judge (Glendale, California: The Arthur H. Clark Co.,
1961),41-42, 184-85,219-20,223.
23. Ocate Crossing, near Fort Union. Simmons, Following the Santa Fe Trail,
144.
24. Major Cary M. Fry (born in Kentucky in 1814) was a United States Army
paymaster. New Mexico Census (Santa Fe County) 1860, p. 474.
25. William F. Moore, a native of New York, and his partner Burton F. Rees held
numerous supply contracts with the army throughout the 1850s for such commodities as corn, hay, and cattle. See Robert W. Frazer, Forts and Supplies: The Role of
the Army in the Economy of the Southwest, 1841-1861 (Albuquerque: University
of New Mexico Press, 1983), 211, 249.
26. Mrs. Fry's bad manners might have stemmed from her fear of Kate's disease.
Another twenty-five years would pass before Dr. Robert Koch identified the tuberculosis bacillus, thereby classifying TB as a contagious illness. Nevertheless, Americans in this period dreaded the capriciousness, prevalence, and tragic effects of the
disease about which so little was understood. See Sheila M. Rothman, liVing in the
Shadow of Death: Tuberculosis and the Social Experience of Illness in American
History (New York: BasicBooks, 1994) 14-15, 179.
27. Captain William Shoemaker was the officer in charge of stores. at Fort
Union. Lansing B. Bloom, ed., "Historical Society Minutes, 1859-1863," New
Mexico Historical Review 18 (July 1943), 276 n. 59.
28. Webb refers here to Tecolote Mesa, south of Las Vegas. Simmons, Following
the Santa Fe Trail, 179-80.
29. Perhaps near present-day Pajarita, New Mexico. Gregory M. Franzwa, Maps
of the Santa Fe Trail (St. Louis, Missouri: The Patrice Press, 1989), map 74, p.
153.
30. Webb quoted Mrs. Fry's statement at the top of a page in his notebook.
Further down the page, following some unrelated notes, he corrected the earl ier
quote and added a comment of his own: " 'I never had a friend I loved so dearly as
I loved Mrs. Webb.' I think this was the expression of Mrs. Fry instead of the one
previously stated. I look upon this as one of the most unfortunate and possibly
uncalled for breach of friendship in my life. I cannot bear enmity against Mrs. Fry.
I cannot treat her with disrespect. Her kindness to my wife shall never be forgottel!, or unappreciated."
31. Jane Lenz Elder and David J. Weber, '''Without a Murmur': The Death of
Kate Kingsbury on the Santa Fe Trail," in The Mexican Road: Trade, Travel, and
Confrontation on the Santa Fe Trail, ed. Mark Gardner (Manhattan, Kansas: Sunflower University Press, 1989), 98-105.
32. Webb, Adventures in the Santa Fe Trade, 35.
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Gilberto Espinosa Prize 1996
Malcolm Ebright, historian, lawyer, and president of the Center for Land
Grant Studies of Gaudalupita, New Mexico, has been selected by the Board of
Editors as the recipient of the 1996 Gilberto Espinosa Prize for the best article
appearing in volume 71 of the New Mexico Historical Review. Ebright's article, "Advocates for the Oppressed: Indians, Genizaros and their Spanish
Advocates in New Mexico, 1700-1786," appeared in the October 1996 issue.
Ebright holds a M.A. in English literature from the University of California
at Los Angeles and a Juris Doctor, with honors, from Golden Gate University
Law School in San Francisco. An expert researcher and witness in lawsuits
concerning New Mexico land and water issues, Ebright maintains a law practice in Las Vegas, New Mexico. He is the founder ofthe Center for Land Grant
Studies, a non-profit foundation dedicated to research and education concerning Southwest land and water history. Ebright has authored and edited
numerous articles and books on land grants and New Mexico history Including Spanish and Mexican Land Grants and the Law (1993), and Land Grants
and Lawsuits in Northern New Mexico (1994).
Gilberto Espinosa, researcher, writer, well-known New Mexico lawyer and
strong supporter of New Mexico state history, served as a consultant to the
New Mexico Historical Review for many years. Following his death in 1983,
Mr. Espinosa's family and friends established the award in his honor. This is
the twelth year for the award, which includes a $100 prize. Previous winners
include John O. Baxter, Michael C. Meyer, Robert M. Utley, Jake Spidle, Robert
A. Trennert, John P. Wilson, Martin Ridge, Richard E. Ahlborn, G. Emlen Hall,
Elvis E. Fleming, and Nancy Hanks.
Subscriptions to the New Mexico Historical Review, a scholarly journal
affiliated with the University ofNew Mexico, are $26 a year, $50 for sponsors,
and $100 for patrons. For information on the journal, or to subscribe, write
New Mexico Historical Review, 1013 Mesa Vista Hall, University ofNew Mexico,
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87131-1186, or call (505)277-5839.

Van C. Smith: "A Very
Companionable Gentleman"
FREDERlCK NOLAN

In the United States, one of the most frequently observed phenomenons
at each stage of its westward expansion is the appearance of pioneering
men of vision whose names became synonymous with the county or
state to which they gave their allegiance, the "towns," "villes," and
"cities" they founded or steered to eminence. In New Mexico the names
of Catron, Hagerman, Springer, Maxwell, Curry, Lea, Eddy, and Otero are
among many thus honored by history. A surprising omission in this
pantheon is a man who played a leading role in both Arizona's and New
Mexico's earliest years. Although he was widely known and highly regarded in his own time, he died virtually forgotten. His name was Van
Ness Cummings Smith.
Earlier historians of the Roswell area, few of whom bothered to research beyond their own immediate vicinity, incorrectly concluded that
nothing much was known about Smith prior to his arrival in the area, and
even less about what he did after he left. The following profile attempts
to redress that situation and outline the career of this remarkable frontiersman, not only one of the founders of Prescott, but in many ways
arguably more entitled than Joseph C. Lea to be remembered as "the
father of Roswell." _
Known throughout the Southwest as Van C. Smith, he was born in
Ludlow, Windsor County, Vermont, on 12 July 1837, one of four children
of merchant Roswell Smith and Harriet (Cummings) Smith, both native
Vermonters. I Like so many Americans of his generation, he left home at
a tender age to join the California Gold Rush. Having failed to find forFrederick Nolan, a professional writer, lives in England. A lifelong student of
the history of Lincoln County, New Mexico, he has authored some sixty books
incl ud ing The Life and Death of John Henry Tunstall (1965) and Bad Blood: The
Life and Times of the Horrell Brothers (1995).
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tune there, Smith joined a party of Argonauts who, attracted by reports
of placer gold strikes on the Hassayampa River, decided to try their luck
in Arizona. They arrived in what is now Prescott shortly after Carleton's
California Column passed through during the late summer of 1863. Although barely twenty-six, soon after his arrival, Smith was elected Re c
corder of the Walker Mining District on 24 November of 1863. 2 The
territorial census taken in April shows him ranching in Yavapai
County.
When the Arizona Territory was created on 11 March 1863, President Abraham Lincoln appointed Joseph Pratt Allyn (1833-69) of Hartford, Connecticut, associate justice of the territory. ] The judicial party
set out west from Fort Leavenworth, Kansas for Arizona in the summer
of 1863. In Santa Fe, Governor John R. Goodwin of Arizona and Smith
met the party, and Smith accompanied it back to Arizona as guide and
escort: obviously, he had already earned a significant reputation in the
fledgling territory. Entering Arizona at the end of December, the expedition continued westward toward Fort Whipple, then twenty-two miles
north of what would become the city of Prescott in the Chino Valley.
Under the pseudonym "Putnam," Allyn wrote a series of reports on
his adventures for the Hartford Evening Press. In one dated 5 April
1864, he described the last stages of the expedition, a 120-mile journey
he made accompanied by Smith. "As near as we can estimate it is between forty and fifty miles to the Pima villages on the Gila," he wrote.
"Mr. Smith proposed to go with me ... rest there ourselves and animals,
and then go home by way of Antelope and Weaver. I agreed to go."
Leaving Governor Goodwin and the main party on 11 March they headed
south on horseback. "Ours," Allyn said optimistically, "was considered
much the more dangerous [route], as it passed the trail of Apaches bound
for the Gila. I do not however so regard it, for I think generally in an
Indian country the smallest party is the safest. You can travel at night,
are not under the necessity of seeking large quantities of water or grass,
and it is the merest accident if an Indian sees you at all."4
Allyn's bold words belie a fundamental nervousness about the
Apaches. At their first camp, where the two men cooked and ate some
fish they had caught in the Verde River, the journalist noted, "It is useless to say that meal [was] relished, if you don't believe it reader, try it
yourself, with a trusty Spencer [rifle] by your side and a latent apprehension every time the wind stirs a bough that an Apache is near."
Apart from some trouble with the packmule, however, their journey was
to prove uneventful and after two nights of travel they awoke to find a
Pima Indian standing noiselessly by their side. "He said it was but little
distance to Casa Blanco [sic] and it was a very welcome sight when we
saw its hospitable adobe walls and the old flag floating over them. We
were soon there and were cordially welcomed by Mr. [Ammi] White, the
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Indian agent of the Pimas and Maricopas, Col. [Charles Debrille] Poston,
superintendent of Indian affairs, Mr. [1.] Ross Browne, the author and
newspaper man, and some dozen other Americans."5 Smith was already
widely known and well liked in sparsely-populated Arizona.
In the Spring of 1864 the federal government decided to establish a
territorial capital near Fort Whipple, the second post to bear that name.
Following his return to Yavapai County, Smith busied himself "putting
in crops of all kinds." On 30 May 1864, at a meeting held in the Don
Manuel store, the citizens of Granite Creek elected the civic-minded
Smith to be one of three commissioners responsible 'for the deposition
of new townsite lots. After discarding Audubon and Granite City as
possibilities, the townspeople agreed on Prescott "in honor of [William
Hickling Prescott (1796-1859)] the eminent American writer and standard authority on Aztec and Spanish-American history." In July 1864,
commissioners Hezekiah Brooks, Robert Groom, and Smith planned the
town and helped construct a log building that bore the name of Governor's
Mansion. James A. Halstead of Fort Yuma, William F. Scott of Tucson,
and Charles M. Dorman were appointed appraisers. Made of boards
whipsawed by hand, the office of the Arizona Miner was the first building completed in Prescott. The first issue of the semi-monthly papera little larger than a foolscap sheet of paper-appeared 22 June 1864. 6
On 18 June, as an interim measure until elections could be held,
Governor Goodwin appointed Smith sheriff for the Third Judicial District, Yavapai County. The first man ever to be accorded the distinction
of that office in the annals of Arizona, he served as sheriff unti I 17
January 1865, when Jerome Calkins replaced him and John P. Bourke
appointed deputy. Once appointed, Smith "was equal to the duty demanded. He was seldom in the office but constantly in the field. He
assisted miners in going out and coming in, and through his efforts life
and property were relieved of alarm. He was of gentle disposition, but
on the line of duty a more courageous man never lived."7
Smith appears occasionally in Prescott records for the remainder of
I 864-as "Marshall of the Day" for the extensive Fourth of July celebrations; on 5 September when the court met to hear the reading of
Hezekiah Brooks' appointment as judge of the Third Judicial District;
and again on 19 November, when Smith entered an agreement with J.L.
Forbes and 1.G. Sheldon "to hold and occupy all that land which is now
known as Moeller's addition."8 In 1865, Smith's name appeared as surety
in the sum of $1,000 for E. W. Wells, the newly-elected justice of the
peace, and on the roll of organizers of the Arizona Pioneers Society.
When Robert Groom discovered the Sterling Mine six miles south of
Prescott in November 1865, he took up five claims of 600 feet each, one
of which he allocated to Smith. In May 1866 Smith and Follett G. Christie,
a former county recorder, purchased the Swilling Mill at Wickenburg
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and were intending to "immediately put it on the Sterling lode."9 Smith
pursued the full-time occupation of miner in the Hassayampa Mining
District in Maricopa County, where anyone who survived both the experience and the Apaches earned the right to proudly call himself a
"Hassayamper"-a term often applied to any old-time Arizonan, but
intended specifically to mean one who, having drunk of the waters of
the Hassayampa, would never again be able to tell the truth or ever have
a cent.
With one or two interruptions, and varying degrees of success, Smith
periodically returned to prospecting for the rest of his life. Despite his
good intentions and motives, he suffered from an incurable wanderlust,
time and again turning his back on civilized society for the excitements
of the gambling table or the prospector's pick, repeatedly walking away
from long-term involvements in favor of more immediate fulfillment.
In 1867, when the territorial capital was moved to Tucson, Smith's
fortunes seem to have taken a distinct downturn. In July, on the action
of Henry Morgan against Smith and Christie, three town lots fronting
Gurley Street on the north side of the plaza on which the capitol building
stood were sold at a sheriff's sale. These were doubtless investments
Smith had made when town lots were first put up for sale. Had he but
retained his rights in them, he would have in time become a wealthy man,
but luck was against him. In that same month, L.C. Gray, Charles Hitchock,
and Robert Coles of Yavapai County foreclosed on the mortgage held by
Smith and Christie for the Sterling Mine. The quartz mill, steam boiler
and engine, five-stamp battery, and claims of the mine were sold. A later
report indicated "defects in the mill and mode of amalgamation made it
impossible for them to make ends meet, so they quit."IO
Soon after this setback, Smith decided to quit Arizona and try his
luck elsewhere. He spent something over a year in Omaha, Nebraska,
where he became a successful professional gambler, but the pleasures
of civilization soon palled. In a March 1868 letter to his old friend Follett
Christie, Smith said he was "tired of the East and intends to strike out
soon and hunt bed-rock in some auriferous region, where folks are more
free-hearted, liberal-and honest."11 By April 1869 he was in New
Mexico. He wrote to his old friend Robert Groom that he wanted "to
come home badly" and was "intending to leave for White Pine first, and
Prescott next."12 Instead, he settled first in Las Vegas, where he was a
minor investor in Ash Upson's six-column, four-page Spanish-English
weekly newspaper, the The Las Vegas Weekly Mail. By the time the eighth
issue was published in the summer of 1871, Simeon H. Newman had
bought out all but the major shareholders.
Smith moved south and bought out the property and buildings
erected by cattle driver Jim Patterson on the future site of Roswell. Supposedly on his friend Thomas B. Catron's recommendation, Smith settled
in what was then called Rio Hondo. One contemporary said "his father,
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'Old Man Smith' lived in a choza [hovel] on what the local people called
EI Loma del Viejo, Old Man's Hill," at the head of North Spring River
about two miles northwest of Roswell. In view of the fact that Smith's
father, Roswell Smith, would by this time have been sixty-three, the
accuracy of this assertion is open to doubt, although documentation
exists to support the proposition that he was in the area in 1877. Lily
Klasner claims that Smith and his partner Aaron O. Wilburn put up two
buildings, one a general store, the other a sort of hotel. A newspaper
report dated 19 December 1871 records that "Van C. Smith and Aaron O.
Willburn (formerly of Willburn and Stockton) have associated themselves
under the name and style of Smith & Willburn, and will carryon a general merchandising and cattle business at Rio Hondo, Lincoln County;"
this partially confirms Klasner's recollection. 13
Another source suggests the first store building "was constructed
of adobe in 1869, and a dwelling of the same material was built about the
same time some eighty feet north of the store." Smith made his first
official filing on the land he occupied at Roswell on 4 March 1871, and a
second on 14 October. Smith's appearance in the 1870 Lincoln County
census would at first glance appear to confirm his presence in Roswell;
however, incorrect vital information-that he was born in Texas, that he
was thirty years old, and that he was a salesman by profession-indicate the notoriously slipshod reputation of the census. It appears that
in this instance, as in many other entries, the enumerator, Sheriff William
Brady, used his imagination in completing the return. Fortunately for
history, however, an unknown contemporary-possibly his friend Marshal Ashmun "Ash" Upson-recorded the salient details of Smith's development of the site in 1892. Early in 1870, Upson wrote, Smith
purchased James Patterson's interest in the section: house, goods, and
a considerable stock of horses and cattle. Just previous to this deal
Patterson had built a fifteen-by-fifteen foot one-room adobe, "which
stood where the old hotel and former residence of Capt. J .C. Lea now
stands, just north of the mercantile house of Poe, Lea and Cosgrove [at
Fourth and Main]."14
Almost immediately Smith sent for builder and adobe-maker George
W. Peppin of Lincoln and in "an incredibly short time," had three rooms.
added to the original one. He then sent to. Fort Stanton for lumber and
carpenters, raised the roofs, made the buildings one and one-half stories high, and placed the first shingle roof ever seen in the valley. Immediately following the erection of the store, a blacksmith shop and a
meathouse were added. Smith and his partner also built a round adobe
corral then another smaller corral for the accommodation of milk cows.
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Smith dug the first acequia ever taken out of North Spring River, which
ran north of the house. Later he ran two laterals traversing east and west
of his buildings, and in 1871 he planted two rows of cottonwoods, which
by 1892 had become the largest in the valley.
In a Roswell Register article that appeared in 1892, the author claimed
that "Van Smith was an educated business man [sic] and he was also a
most noted sporting man ... Gentlemanly, neat in appearance and attire,
he was a sort of wonder to the habitues of the valley. In clean white shirt
every morning, shining boots and spotless broadcloth, he was seen daily
sweeping the yards in front of the buildings." As for Smith's sporting
proclivities, "they could not be suppressed," the chronicler continued.
"He had a pack of beagle hounds and killed a yearling or two every day
to feed them. He made a trip to New York, Washington, Philadelphia,
Baltimore, and Richmond, and brought back racehorses, game chickens,
and an unconquerable bull-dog, 'Old Crib.' He laid out two parallel halfmile racetracks ... from his store to the Rio Hondo and built a fantastic
judge's stand near the store."15
Smith's new venture was an immediate success; hundreds of cattle
trains made it a point to stop as long as practicable at the best-supplied
outfitting establishment on the trail. The finest whiskey and cigars money
could buy, faro, monte, and other short card games allured many, and
toothsome viands many others. Dinner for a dollar a head was on the
table from twelve to three o'clock if necessary, while the barkeep was
kept busy supplying straight whiskey at twenty-five cents per drink.
Smith also employed a good housekeeper and an excellent cook. There
was no luxury that could not be found at the table or paid for in barter.
Smith & Wilburn preferred to take cattle for their goods "and in most
cases they were accom[m]odated. Smith stayed at the ranch and ran the
business, whilst Wilburn seldom visited the valley. He flitted over the
west country buying and selling stock." Sporting men from Santa Fe,
Las Vegas, Albuquerque, and other places came to try their luck. Horse
racing, cock fighting, dog fighting, and badger baiting furnished daily
amusement, while card playing continued throughout the night. "Van
was a jovial fellow, big hearted and generous," the reporter recalls.
"Whilst a dozen or two of workmen were employed on his buildings he
would call them when a race or other excitement was about to take place
and although they were working by the day would insist that they quit
and see the fun." 16
Although the name Roswell was recorded in May 1872, the designation did not immediately "take." Several entries in the Santa Fe New
Mexican of that year indicate gradual public acceptance. On 3 July, for
instance, a visit to Santa Fe of "Van C. Smith of Honda, Lincoln county,"
is noted. By September, however, it was "Van C. Smith of Roswell, Lincoln county" who had just returned from a trip to Camp Apache, Ari-
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zona. Despite his apparent success in Roswell, Smith relocated to Las
Vegas, where he spent at least part of 1872 and the following year. Active in the town's social life, on 3 April 1873 Smith witnessed the marriage in Santa Fe of Las Vegas physician John H. Shout to Maggie
Cowley.17
On 25 May 1873, Smith persuaded the federal government to establish a post office at Roswell. The first postmaster probably was Paul
Schwartz, who would become Smith's partner in Santa Fe. Smith's
younger brother George came to Roswell to run the store, while A. B.
Franks and his wife ran the hotel. 18 Perhaps to help keep his "gambler's
paradise" afloat, Smith teamed up with John Chisum as a cattle dealer
selling to Indian agencies, leaving Wilburn in charge in Roswell. His
subagent at the Mescalero Apache Reservation, John H. Riley, quickly
learned that undercutting the prices tendered by local monopolist L.G.
Murphy & Company was a dangerous game. He was lucky to escape
with his life when Murphy's combative confidential clerk, Jimmy Dolan,
got drunk and tried to kill him. 19
By August 1873, Smith was back in Roswell. On a visit to Santa Fe
that month, he reported that the Pecos country was "parched up for
want of rain." That life was still perilous in the Pecos is confirmed by a
story filed from Roswell by "P. Schwarze" which appeared in the Santa
Fe Daily New Mexican of 30 September 1873, reporting that Indians had
"killed [Newt] Huggins (buckboard [mail] driver who used to drive a
year ago) scalped him and cut his nose off. This occurred at John
Chisum's place. They also killed a man [Jack Holt] down at Seven Rivers
and scalped him."20
Smith was involved in further drama during a meeting in Los Lunas
on 4 August. He and Wilburn had some difficulty settling accounts with
A.B. Franks, "but apparently nothing serious. Just after dark, Franks,
seeing Wilburn talking with Col. Chavez in front of Henings, climbed a
wall near by and shot Wilburn through the body [with a Spencer rifle]."
Not mortally wounded, Wilburn soon recovered. Meanwhile, Smith installed his old Arizona friend Christie as storekeeper while he, in his new
incarnation as cattle dealer, danced attendance upon the newly-appointed inspector ofIndian affairs, General William Vandever (1817-93),
a former congressman and colonel of the 8th Iowa Volunteers in the Civil
War who had arrived in Santa Fe on 31 July 1873 to make his first inspection tour of New Mexico and Arizona Indian reservations. 21
Typical of Vandever's inspection visits was the one he paid to the
Mescalero Apache Reservation near Fort Stanton. According to accusations made by Alexander A. McSween as part of his and John Tunstall's
campaign to break the stranglehold on Indian agency supplies held by
L.G. Murphy & Company of Lincoln; General Vandever was bamboozled
into believing that the sprouted half-rotten wheat, mashed and turned
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in as flour with the connivance of agent Samuel Bushnell and his clerk,
was of first-class quality. The clerk simply "placed a few good sacks of
flour at different points, into these the Gen. placed his knife, and was, of
course, highly satisfied with the flour!"22
Immediately following Vandever's visit, trouble arose at the
Mescalero reservation. In Santa Fe, Smith reported in the 16 September
1873 Weekly New Mexican that there was "considerable excitement among
the Apaches at Fort Stanton and a number have already left the reservation .... The cause of the trouble," he said, "was a demand made upon
them for stock now on the reservation and claimed to have been stolen
since they came in; the Indians refused to give it up and run off. Col.
[William Redwood] Price, with five companies of cavalry, is in pursuit of
the runaways."23 Leaving the problems at Fort Stanton behind them,
Vandever and Smith reached Tucson by Tuesday, 14 October, and the
general continued his official round in Arizona. "He expects to get
through here and proceed early next week to the Pima and other reserves
and will take Prescott in his route," said the Arizona Citizen of 18 October. "Mr. Van C. Smith, a very companionable gentleman of New Mexico,
accompanied the general and is now in town. "24
The party left Tucson by government ambulance the following Monday, 20 October 1873. The Arizona Citizen reported that "The General
would inspect the Pima and Maricopa Agency and then proceed to
Prescott, confer with General [George] Crook, examine the Indian business up that way, and then proceed to and down the Colorado to Yuma,
and thence to Washington via San Francisco." Vandever and Smith arrived in Yuma 16 November, and left the next day for San Francisco via
San Diego. A friendly reporter told his readers that Smith, of "Rossville,
N.M." was one of the first settlers of Prescott, but had moved to New
Mexico eight years ago where he raised cattle. "The world has gone well
with him and he has become rich. We are glad to hear of his prosperity,
for he deserves it, as he is an energetic citizen and a good man."25
In all likelihood, Smith accompanied General Vandever to Washington; his name is conspicuously absent in accounts of the outbreak of
hostilities between the Texan Horrell clan and the indigenous Hispanic
population that erupted in Lincoln County in December 1873. The ramifications of the so-called Horrell War have been examined elsewhere. 26
Suffice it to say that soon after the troubles reached their climax in January 1874, the Horrell clan abandoned their holdings in the Ruidoso Valley and headed back for Texas. En route, some of the more unsavory
characters who had rallied to their cause indulged themselves in an orgy
of murder and theft. On their way downriver, they killed at least five men
and committed several robberies; in Roswell, early in February, they
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stole four mules and two horses-one of them a fine racer-belonging
to Smith and Wilburn. The latter, together with his brother Frank, raised
a posse and pursued the thieves to Hueco Tanks, near El Paso, where
they killed at least two of the rustlers and recovered the stolen stockY
In the summer of 1874, in his capacity as cattle purveyor, Smith
accompanied the unit commanded by Major William Redwood Price during the Red River campaign against the Comanches. The command left
Fort Bascom on 28 August and did not return to New Mexico until just
before Christmas. 28 On 29 December, the Santa Fe Weekly New Mexican
reported seeing "the smiling countenance of Van C. Smith in the city
once more. Van has just returned from Colonel Price's command, where
he has been acting as purveyor. The Colonel thus shows as fine discernment in selecting the accessory officers of his command as he always
has gallantry in punishing the red skins."29 Shortly after his return, Smith
wound up his business partnership with Wilburn. The following summer, he acted as delegate from Lincoln County to the Republican convention in Santa Fe, following which he made an extended trip east,
returning at the beginn ing of October.)O
Other men emulated Smith's land filings at Rio Hondo. Wilburn and
Heiskell Jones, a Seven Rivers rancher and storekeeper, filed claim to
practically all the lands now covered by Roswell, a growing village where
Smith's store, hotel, and gambling parlor comprised the town center.
Rancher A.M. Hudson, who had moved six miles out of town to settle on
South Spring River after Smith and his cronies ousted him by filing on
the land to which he had previously claimed "squatter's rights," sold his
ranch to Patterson in settlement of a $3,000 debt. In December 1874,
Patterson in turn sold the land to Chisum for $7,000, who made the South
Spring ranch his headquarters.)'
Around the end of 1875, about the same time Chisum sold out to
Hunter & Evans, Smith abandoned his investment and left the Roswell
area for good, settling in Santa Fe, where he operated a saloon in partnership with a man named Schwartz. Although referred to as "Joe
Schwarze" by John Tunstall in his letters from Santa Fe, Smith's partner
was more likely Paul Schwartz who had worked for him in Roswell. Whichever name is correct, in April 1876, Smith & Schwartz placed contract
bids to supply beef to Forts Wingate, Union, and Stanton, probably in
conjunction with John Riley. Smith had found himself yet another new
career, but it, too, would be brief. J2
On 20 June 1876, Smith was involved in a drunken "duel" in the
plaza of Santa Fe. An account of it, veering wildly between awe and
civic outrage, appeared the next day in the New Mexican, whose editor
recorded seeing Smith at about five o'clock in the afternoon "standing
on the east side of the Soldier's Monument in the center of the Plaza,
holding a Winchester 16-shooter at rest, as if waiting for someone, all
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alone, with blood streaming from one of his hands." Smith surrendered
his weapon to Colonel R.B. Willison and former secretary and acting
Governor W.F.M. Arny, who were the first to reach his side. They escorted Smith to his room at the Broad Gauge Saloon on the plaza and
immediately summoned Dr. Gordon to his assistance. "Inquiring into the
origins and causes of so much promiscuous shooting in one of the most
frequented thoroughfares and densely populated parts of Santa Fe,"
reported the scandalized Manderson,
we were informed that the Messrs. Joseph Stinson and Van Smith
had met that afternoon in a saloon and while there a controversy sprung up between them in which harsh language was
used. Both parties were very much under the influence of liquor
at the time, and to settle the difference, Stinson proposed to
Smith to meet him at the Monument in the Plaza and fight it out
the old way, with pistols. There the parties separated, Smith
going to his room and procuring a Winchester rifle, and Stinson
arming himself with a navy revolver. Stinson was on the ground
first and seeing Smith coming across the street with a rifle instead of a revolver commenced blasting away at long range before Smith reached the gate. Having emptied his revolver, Stinson
leisurely walked across the centre of the Plaza to the west, and
entered the drug store of Dr. John E. Murphy, Smith firing one or
more shots from the Winchester. 33
The upshot of this bizarre encounter was that Smith received two
severe but not dangerous wounds, and Stinson escaped without so much
as a scratch. Tutting furiously, Manderson reported going along with
the crowd after the fight to see blood freely sprinkled about the middle
eastern gate of the plaza and one of the palings of the fence shattered by
a bullet. Across the street, on each side of the large show window of the
Fisher & Lucas jewelry establishment, the wall had been perforated by
bullets and one had also entered the shutters lying below the window,
"greatly to the alarm of Mr. Lucas who was at work at his table behind
the glass." Next door at the Broad Gauge Saloon another bullet had
shattered the sash in the lower northern corner of its window. At the
monument in the plaza, they found blood spattered on its eastern front
and the indentation of a bullet in the gran ite panel high up on its north
eastern corner. 34
Subsequent to the brawl, Stinson expressed sincere regret for what
had happened, and said there had been no "malicious intent"-liquor
had been the cause of the difference. Smith claimed to have no recollection of pistols having been specified. He had expected to meet Stinson
at the monument and proceed from there to some more suitable place. A
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week later the newspaper reported he was "fast recovering from his
wounds" and had been moved back to his old rooms on San Francisco
Street. Smith was not greatly concerned about the outcome of his upcoming trial. As indicated by the fact that on 11 September John H.
Tunstall, an Englishman newly arrived in Santa Fe and examining investment opportunities in New Mexico, wrote his parents in London that
among the trips he might shortly take was one with "a man named [Van
C.] Smith who has a ranch on the Hondo near its confluence with the
Pecos."35 By the time the trial was held in the Rio Arriba court on 20
September, however, both the combatants were professing such friend.ship for each other that the case was dismissed for lack of evidence. 36 It
appeared Smith's luck was holding.
By the end of 1876, however, Smith's fortunes deteriorated sharply.
On 5 January 1877, Roswell Smith (under power of attorney from his
son) executed a mortgage to Catron on property in Roswell to secure a
loan of $1,000. Sm ith' s unidentified 1892 chronicler in Roswell again
takes up the story:
Had Van stuck to his ranch, notwithstanding his extravagance
and sporting mania, he would have accumulated a fortune. But
he, at last, became restless at times when weeks elapsed without
the sight of a cattle herd, and his sporting confreres deserted
him and [he] would make frequent trips to Santa Fe, Las Vegas,
and Albuquerque, to the neglect of his business and the depletion of his purse. 37
For all his business acumen, Smith had neglected a very important
matter. He had made a homestead entry on the quarter section upon
which his buildings stood, and could have secured patent for the sum of
$200 and a short trip to the land office at Mesilla. When he failed out of
sheer negligence to do so, he forfeited, and his entry was canceled. "In
1877 it was entered under the pre-emption act by Seven Rivers cattleman Marion Turner, who paid Catron and Murphy $800 for the improvements ...Turner proved up and sold to Maj. [William W.] Wildy by whom
the place was transferred to Capt. J[oseph] C. Lea; who holds it still."38
Another version given of these events is that Chisum, upon discovering that Smith's rights to the property he had sold Catron were imperfect, obstructed the purchase by having his friend Turner file a formal
claim on it. Whether this was random pique or whether Chisum was
acting to prevent what he perceived to be a larger plan by the Santa Fe
Ring to gobble up the townsite is not clear; if the latter, however, it
certainly succeeded. On 1 August 1878 Turner sold his I 60 acres to
Major Wildy, who in turn gave it to his daughter Sally, the wife of Captain Lea, thus consolidating Lea's ownership of the entire townsite. 39
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A sardonic mock interrogatory Chisum wrote in 1878 when he was
imprisoned in Las Vegas on charges Catron brought against him acting
for Smith among others, sheds some light on these matters and the downturn in Smith's affairs. Chisum asked himself and answered the following
questions (punctuation and spelling have been retained verbatim) about
his erstwhile partner:
Who is this man V C Smith[?]
He is a son of Old Mrs. Smith and supposed to be the son of
Roswell Smith he has a brother Geo Smith and is of the same
Smith family you have hird of I believe they are cosins to the
Jones family at any rate they are very nice men and men of Business both doing Business in Santa Fe now
What business is V C Smith ingaged in in Santa Fe[?]
Well at this time & for a little over one year he has been ingaged
in the income business
What is that you people in this western country use frases I am
notfamiliar with and you must allow me to askfor explinations
Well what we call income business hear is living with a good
looking Mexican woman who lives in town and has a room and a
clean Bed & has an income from her costimers and she divides
her income with her lover This business is rather uncertain no
one can make any certain calculation as to what he will get each
week as it depends upon what comes in. Say some weeks $1.00
& some weeks $3 just owing to the income of the week
What business is George Smith in there?
Shortly after I got acquainted with him he got to be Post Master
at a little place down on the Pecos by the name of Roswell I
believe it was named in honor of Roswell Smith the same man
that is supposed to be his fater. As I said he was Post Master
and also in the Clearing business he discharged the duties both
of Post Master & Clearing Master with such ease eligance &
energy that he was mooved up higher and put in some good
office in Santa Fe but I am not certain if it is in the Receivers
office I saw him not long since but I did not ask him but I think
it is the Receivers office
J will have to get you to explain again What do you mean by the
Clearing business or Clearing Master?
The Clearing business is this Post Master to clear his Post Office of what stamps and Stampted Envelopes there is in it and
buy himself a fine 60 dollar Saddle and ride it off to Santa Fe and
lieving no stamps in his office is what we Western People call
the Clearing business
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You say you are certain Smiths claim against Chisum is not just
and yet their is judgment against Chisum you say. J cant understand that can you explain[?]
As I stated to you I was Chisums book keeper and I know his
books shows V.c. Smith to be in debt to Chisum $599.00 besides
a note. V.C. Smith gave Chisum in some cattle trade for near
$700.00. Neither the note nor the account have been paid to my
certain knowledge and I have heard Chis say often that them
papers alluding to Smiths notes & accounts was dead head property that he never did expect to get a cent of Smith as he Smith
had gone through with evry thing he had
If that be a correct statement offacts how do you think Smith
came to sue Chisum?
1 can only give you my honest opinion about the whole affair
and that is this Smith in the first place is in debt a great deal
about Santa Fe and his creditors were satisfied they would never
get any thing out of Smith So I think they put him up to sue
Chisum at Santa Fe a distance of300 miles from Chisums Ranch
& knowing Chisum was from home more than one halfhis time &
that it would be very uncertain as to whether Chisum Could
attend Court or not & as they had nothing to loose so they was
on the safe side 40
Soon after this, Smith surrendered once again to his wanderlust and
left Santa Fe. The Mesilla Valley Independent of25 May 1878 noted he
was "just in from an extensive prospecting trip in the mountains west of
Fort Craig" and on 5 October that he was back from Arizona. Meanwhile,
the Prescott Arizona Enterprise noted in June 1878 that Smith was prospecting in New Mexico. 41 Evidently, prospecting did not payoff; on 19
June 1879, Smith appears in a newspaper story as "an Indian scout."
Victorio had left the reservation in April; Smith reported that
Lieutenant Blockson [Augustus C. Blocksom, Sixth Cavalry] with
twenty soldiers and twenty veteran scouts went into Camp Supply on the 9th, from an extended scout in the Guadalupe, Las
Animas and Hatchet mountains. The object of the scout was to
intercept Victorio and his band, who took the mules from the
Longfellow copper mines. The scout failed to strike signs, but
will go out again with twenty days' rations, and if the Apache
raiders reach home they will have to run the gauntlet, as they
are cut off on all sides. Victorio and his band are reported to
have murdered George Duncan and others in Socora [sic] New
Mexico. 42
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Within two weeks of this report, Victorio and his band surrendered and
were transferred to the Mescalero Apache Reservation near Fort Stanton.
On 9 September, they again broke out, scything a wide swathe of death
and terror through southeastern New Mexico and eastern Arizona. On
22 October, the Arizona Star reported a·"hard fight" between Blocksom's
Company C of Apache Scouts and Victorio's band that resulted in the
death of seventeen scouts and two enlisted men, although one authority suggests "the report was probably exaggerated, if not completely
false."43 On 4 January 1880, the Arizona Daily Star reported that Smith
had taken the place of Clay Buford as chief of scouts for Company D,
Indian Scouts, under Lieutenant Guy Howard. Its final sentence, "A better choice could not have been made," suggests Smith had again espoused responsibility. Much later, an item in the Prescott Weekly
Courier of 4 January 1907, citing the Tombstone Prospector, would
identify Smith as "chief of scouts under Captain Howard at Fort
Huachuca, commanding twenty-five Indians in the campaigns against
Geronimo."44 What is far more probable is that this service took place
during the Victorio campaigns.
By the early 1880s, the silver mining boom in New Mexico and Arizona was becoming a fever. Despite their military commitments, Smith,
Captain Howard, R.N. Leatherwood, and Charles Rohrer still found time
on 27 January 1880 to file joint claim to a mine called "Little Misery" in
the Huachuca Mountains, about two miles north of Campo Huachuca in
Pima County. Interestingly, the famous scout and Indian agent Thomas
1. Jeffords, friend and perhaps "blood brother" of Cochise, filed notice
of location of the "Grand Misery" mine on 24 February.45 In 1881, Smith
was appointed a deputy sheriff and ex officio tax collector in Tombstone
by his old friend Sheriff John Behan, a Missouri native who had come to
Arizona with the California Column. Like Smith, Behan had served as
recorder and sheriff of Yavapai County 1871-72. Smith moved to Pima
County as deputy to Sheriff Charles Shibell in 1880, and then to Tombstone when the town began to boom. When Cochise County was established in January 1881, Behan was appointed sheriff; among his deputies
were Frank Stilwell, Billy Breakenridge, Harry Woods, W.I. Perry, and
Bill Soule. Whether Smith was among them at the time of the famous
street fight between the "Cowboy" element and the Earp gang in October 1881-the so-called "gunfight at the OK Corral"-is open to doubt.
Between 12 October 1881 and 31 January 1882, Smith served as a $100a-month chief of scouts at Fort Cummings, New Mexico, the majority of
that service under Lieutenant Charles Alton Howard, 9th Cavalry, and
his final ten days under the command of Lieutenant James Buick Goe,
15th Infantry.46
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This scouting stint was to be Smith's last formal service to the community; henceforth he prospected and ranched in Mexico. An item in the
Prescott Weekly Courier of 24 July 1884 notes that "Henry Goldwater,
traveling in Mexico, met Van C. Smith and Mr. Thompson, formerly of
Prescott." On 9 July 1887, a Chicagoan identifying himself only as C. D.
P. wrote a somewhat premature obituary that suggested Smith was still
living dangerously. "In the morning paper I had read a telegram from El
Paso giving an account of the massacre of our old friend Van C. Smith by
the Apaches," said C.D.P. "Van was a pioneer of pioneers, a scout of
scouts .. , .The 'Sabinal,' which the Apaches attacked, is a mining property which I have just placed upon the market here. I honestly believe, if
I were to open a mine in Hell, the Apaches would break out and ruin it. "47
Still very much alive, however, Smith seems to have decided to put
civilization behind him and spend the rest of his days as a prospector.
Between 1890 and 1892 he lived in Benson, Cochise County,
Arizona, working as a miner. In 1902, at age 65, he was spotted in Ren
White's fruit store at Douglas, apparently dressed in Mexican clothing,
since he had "the outward appearance of coming from manana land ...
Van says he is prospecting in Mexico," the unnamed writer reported,
"and believes he has some rich prospects. He left for Mexico the following day."48 In 1907 he became a resident of Douglas, pursuing his old
activities "in the mining business" in the Tombstone area, where he also
served as a federal juryman. 49 He remained a resident of Cochise County
until 1913, when "he took the back trail to Prescott. .. and said he was
going to make his last camp on the hil\." He was admitted to the Arizona
Pioneers Home on 12 May. As one of his obituarists remarked, "Who
can imagine his reveries as he looked down upon Prescott's electric
lights, and heard the whistle of the locomotives and rush of automobiles
where once he had watched for lurking Apaches?"SO
Celebrated as one of the original ten settlers of the territory, his
considerable achievements in New Mexico largely forgotten, Van Ness
Cummings Smith, who had never married, died at age 77 in the Pioneers'
Home in Prescott at eight- thirty the evening of 29 August 19 I 4. Funeral
services were held on 2 September at Ruffner's chapel and fellow residents at the home acted as pallbearers. Following service by Reverend
Anderson, Smith was buried in the Pioneer Cemetery in nearby Miller
Valley.
We do not know what he looked like-no photograph is known to
exist. Throughout his life he was a nearly great man, a visionary, and an
enabler, who, had he not allowed the lure of the gambling tables or the
prospect of striking it rich to divert him, could easily have become an
eminent civic figure in either New Mexico or Arizona. He was at least
most certainly "entitled to the honor of being called the pioneer of pioneers, and to such small comfort as he received at the hands of those
whose way he had made safe and cIear."s,
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Woodrow Wilson, Public Opinion, and
the Punitive Expedition:
ARe-Assessment
LINDA B. HALL and DON M. COERVER

Woodrow Wilson's policy toward Mexico has long been a matter of
controversy. In particular, it has puzzled scholars that he would pursue
a relatively bellicose policy toward Mexico while searching for peace in
Europe. Patrick Devlin has stated that Woodrow Wilson believed that
" ... the essence of political leadership lay in the power to mobilize public
opinion." He goes on to say that "For him the whole art of politics was
the art of presenting an issue to the public clearly and forcefully and so
that they could understand it aright. He excelled in that art .... '" However, in 1916, a number of events converged around the time of Pancho
Villa's Columbus Raid that made it necessary for Wilson to focus more
closely on public opinion and to take actions that he might not have
taken under other circumstances.
It is the authors'· contention that Wilson's dealings with Mexico
were intimately linked with his concerns in Europe, that his actions at
the time that the Pershing Punitive Expedition was sent into Mexico
were closely connected with his fight for military preparedness, and that
both his thoughts and his actions were heavily influenced by his impending re-election battle. He thus neeeded to maintain both a reasonable relationship with the Congress and the respect of the electorate.
Wilson was forced to determine his Mexican policy with a close eye on
public opinion. Further, he used that policy to help influence United
States' public opinion in ways that would help him successfully negoti-
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ate the tightrope between advocates and opponents of United States
entrance into the war in Europe. On his re-election campaign hung his
dreams of being the leader who would bring peace to Europe. He also
needed a sufficient United States military establishment to give him credibility on the world stage, though during early 1916 his military preparedness program was in trouble.
Wilson was not particularly interested at this time (or at any other)
in public opinion spontaneously generated by events. In the 1890s, he
indicated in a lecture on democracy that he "valued public opinion not
because it was the 'average judgement' or an 'unstudied or instinctive
opinion' but because it was the 'opinion of a people, not self-directed,
but directed by its boldest, most prevalent minds. "'2 In fact, he conflated
"public opinion" with his own opinions, seeking out the former largely
to obtain endorsements for his policies. 3 Therefore, if we see his reactions to public opinion as arising spontaneously, we will n()t get very
far. On the other hand, a major key to his leadership is the degree to
which he perceived public opinion in this way.
An important question regarding Wilson's policy toward Mexico, is
the following: why did Wilson, who by all accounts was greatly disturbed by the results of United States actions in Veracruz in April 1914,
and within four months was eager to withdraw American forces, become
involved again by sending the Punitive Expedition after Pancho Villa in
March 1916? The answer that seems most plausible is that Wilson, frustrated over his inability to influence the course of events in Europe and
particularly over his unsuccessful attempts to pressure Germany into an
acceptable agreement on submarine warfare, badly needed a United States
commitment to military preparedness and particularly to a stronger army
if he were to be able to use the threat of United States power to promote
changes in European behavior and to encourage a peace conference.
Certainly he was also concerned that the United States might be required to intervene in Europe and was aware that the military available
to him was woefully inadequate. Indeed, by his own estimate, it was
inadequate for a real war with Mexico. However, limited action in Mexico
would jog the sensibilities of Congress and of the American public to
the dangers of military weakness, provide a spur to the legislation that
he wanted, perhaps clear the border area of bandits, and thus relieve
pressure from anxious politicians and border residents in the southwestern states. Limited action in Mexico might also provide a training
ground for United States forces that might shortly be needed in Europe.
If, as we believe, these were Wilson's intentions, he largely achieved his
objectives, and the decision to send in the Punitive Expedition seems
considerably less quixotic than an expedition into hostile territory for
the sole purpose of capturing Pancho Villa would have been. If intervention in Mexico in response to border incursions (and there had been
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many) had earlier not fit in with his other foreign and domestic objectives, it now did. Although the nature of the American military effort in
Mexico made it extremely unlikely that Villa would in fact be apprehended,
intervention in Mexico was used with considerable effect in those other
areas. Moreover, Wilson's decision to undertake a major campaign to
sell his military preparedness program to the American people seems to
have been closely linked with his decision to go into Mexico. Given the
goals listed above, the Punitive Expedition can be seen as more successful than not, and Wilson as considerably more tough-minded, given
a very difficult situation, than he has heretofore been given credit for.
On the other hand, it seems quite excessive to maintain, as Arthur
Link does, that the Mexican case can be taken as an example of Wilson's
"strengthening of the principle of the peaceful settlement of international disputes and ~he avoidance of war if conceivably possible." Link
goes on to claim that Wilson twice "personally prevented seemingly
irresistible events from plunging the United States into war with Mexico."4
Surely Wilson had intervened violently in Mexican affairs, both at the
time of the Veracruz occupation and the Punitive Expedition, and any
"irresistible events" were largely of his own making. It seems even less
defensible to claim that "almost singlehandedly, Wilson directly attacked
and destroyed the imperialistic system in Mexico, where it had reached
its apex." Alth'ough Wilson resisted the more egregious attempts of
United States businessmen to force intervention in Mexico, his policies
by no means ended United States' efforts to force the Mexican government to give United States investors special status. These measures,
combined with overt military actions in Mexico, made it more rather than
less, difficult for "Mexicans to move forward in their own way toward
self-government and freedom from outside control."5 Thus we will argue that while Wilson's policies were misguided and counterproductive
from the point of view of United States-Mexican relations and internal
Mexican politics, they can be seen as relatively successful in terms of
United States domestic and international politics.
Wilson had been much distressed by his first sally into the Mexican
arena-the invasion and occupation of Veracruz by United States forces
in April 1914. He was greatly upset by the loss of life, and he began to
see himself as the Mexicans saw him-as the worst kind of imperialist. In
the almost two years that separated the occupation of Veracruz and the
Pershing Expedition, Wilson repeatedly echewed those voices demanding intervention, and insisted that the Mexican people be left alone to
play out their own destiny. Certainly he had been startled at the-fierce
reaction of the Mexican Constitutionalists who were combatting
Victoriano Huerta and whom his efforts had been designed to aid. He
was heretofore more aware of the dangers of dabbling in the internal
affairs of revolutionary countries. 6
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Revolutionaries pose on the steps of the customs house in Ciudad Juarez, 10 May
1911. Photograph courtesy of El Paso Public Library, EI Paso, Texas.
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Pancho Villa, shown with associates Toribio Ortega and Colonel Medina. Photograph courtesy of EI Paso Public Library, EI Paso, Texas.
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Still, as the occupying forces pulled out of Veracruz in November
1914, Wilson could tell members ofthe press-off the record-that his
purpose in sending the expedition had been the removal of Victoriano
Huerta from the presidency, and that that goal had been accomplished.
He revealed his feelings about the Mexican president, stating that Huerta
was not representative of the Mexican people but was "nothing but a
'plug ugly,' working for himself. 7 Perhaps, then, Wilson did feel that his
policies had been successful. He must have known, however, that he
would continue to have problems with Mexico, as factional fighting had
already broken out between contending Constitutional forces.
Although Wilson initially was intrigued with Pancho Villa, seeing
him as a kind of social reformer or Robin Hood, he ultimately was forced
to recognize Venustiano Carranza and his Constitutionalists. As early as
August 1915, he tried to overcome his personal distaste for the Mexican
first chief and admitted that any solution that did not take Carranza into
consideration would ignore "some very big facts." Wilson went on to
say that "Carranza will somehow have to be digested into the scheme
and, above all, the object of the revolution will have to be in any event
conserved."8 He recognized that Carranza's commitment to change might
not be sincere, but as a practical matter he acquiesced in Carranza's
assumption of power. Meanwhile, Germany was stirring up trouble between the United States and Mexico in the hope of keeping the United
States out of the European war. As Secretary of State Robert Lansing
put it in a famous passage from his diary, the United States must not
intervene and must recognize one faction and preserve good relations
with it. He stated, "It comes down to this: Our possible relations with
Germany must be our first consideration; and all our intercourse must be
regulated accordingly."9 The United States extended de facto recognition on 19 October. Carranza was said to have exhibited "satisfaction."lo
Wilson's problems in Mexico would nevertheless continue. Villa was
predictably affronted and surprised, despite the fact that his forces had
become increasingly anti-American as their fortunes waned. Alan Knight
called this period, "freelance Villismo," as' coordinated Villista action
became less and less possible through 1915 and Villa's forces broke into
various groups carrying out guerrilla attacks throughout the North.
Knight argues that Villa's anti-Americanism stemmed from one cause:
he had begun to lose. He further suggests that these developments antedated United States' support for Carranza, as the Villista newspaper El
Combate had published anti-gringo articles as early as May 1915. Villa
was further angered by the United States attempt to get Mexican factions to unify behind some lesser and less controversial leader than he
or Carranza. Again, as Knight has noted, "it represented a clumsy intervention in Mexican affairs just when those affairs were achieving some
internal c1ari fication." II

LINDA B. HALL AND DON M. COERVER

177

In any case, recognizing Carranza was bound to anger Villa, and to
the degree that he was able, it was inevitable that he would retaliate.
Long accustomed to movement close to the border, Villa was more familiar with the northern terrain than most of Carranza's troops. While his
ability to fight regular battles had been virtually destroyed by the end of
December 1915, he was still able to cause a great deal of trouble on both
sides of the international boundary. Certainly Germany was interested in
encouraging Villa to cause as much trouble as possible, but a German
connection was by no means necessary to understand his motives. He
was angry at the United States and wished to retaliate; he was aware
that he might well regain some of his status as a hero by striking a blow
to the north; he could embarrass his erstwhile friend Wilson; and he
might be able to draw the Americans into Mexico after him. Such actions
would cause difficulties for the Carranza regime if it either cooperated or
did not resist too strongly. It would also give Villa the 'opportunity to
make United States troops look foolish in territory that he knew very
well. He succeeded in all these aims when he raided Columbus, New
Mexico, on 9 March 1916, prompting Wilson to send in the Punitive
Expedition a few days later. Villa then eluded both United States and
Carranzista troops for months in what must have been a very psychologically satisfying revenge. Indeed, he brought the United States and
the Carranza government to the brink of war.
On the United States side of the border, there were many who were
not reconciled to Carranza's rule in Mexico nor to Wilson's actions in
aiding Carranza. The British government extended de facto recognition
as well, already recognizing to some degree United States hegemony
over Mexico, which would become much stronger after the end of World
War I. British oilmen, however, and their United States counterparts
remained unreconciled. 12 Relations deteriorated as Carranza slowly drew
closer to Germany in 1916. 13 Catholic groups in the United States were
also hostile to Carranza, a hostility that might have cost Wilson in the
1916 presidential election. 14 United States political figures, particularly
those with interests south of the border, quickly became restive. Wilson
had strongly defended his Mexican policy in December 1915 when he
delivered the State of the Union speech to Congress. In a meeting with
the Democratic National Committee he stated that "a people had a right
to do anything with their government that they damned pleased to do,"
and that "if you let the benevolent gentlemen in the United States who
have money invested down there, tell them what kind of government
they should have, it isn't going to stay put, and it ought not to stay
put." He went on to say that he had learned about Mexico from hearing
"liars talk about it," presumably those "gentlemen ... who have money
invested."15 It may be that these gentlemen began to influence their
congressional representatives, particularly on the Republican side, and
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some members of Congress had Mexican investments themselves. Thus,
when Senator Albert Fall of New Mexico introduced a resolution, passed
on 6 January 1916, asking the Wilson administration whether or not there
actually was a government in Mexico and what it was doing to protect
foreign lives and property, Wilson was concerned. The resolution also
specifically addressed the problem of the safety of the United StatesMexico border, so soon to be shown at risk. 16
At the same time, two other major problems occupied Wilson. It is
our contention that these problems were critical to the statements that
he made and to the actions that he took in regard to Mexico through
1916. Furthermore, we contend that he connected these problems with
the Mexican situation. The first problem, related to world affairs, involved Wilson's evolving thinking on the questions of preparedness
and his ability to influence the course of events in Europe. The second,
which would become stronger in both his thinking and his actions through
the first few months of 1916, was the question of his re-election to
office. Both of these matters were complicated by his need to balance
the peace forces, many of them Democrats, who became increasingly
vocal, and the forces pushing for war, in Mexico or in Europe. The latter,
of course, were largely Republicans. In the balance lay not only his reelection but his ability to continue to influence events on the world
stage. Without propelling the country into an actual war, he needed to
look to the electorate, like a man in control of events and capable of
strong action. At the same time, he had to deal with Congress. To convey that image, he would soon be willing to engage in a limited military
action against a small country, while he was still unwilling to plunge an
unprepared nation into either a full-scale war with Mexico or one in
Europe.
The preparedness issue had been developing for several months,
triggered by the sinking of the Lusitania on 7 May 1915. Wilson's diplomacy had foundered from the beginning, as he tried to bluff his way into
an agreement in which Germany would both apologize and pay reparations for the American lives lost. William Jennings Bryan, his peaceminded secretary of state, quickly resigned over the issue, frustrated
and unable to persuade the president to back off from a course that he
feared would lead to war. The Lusitania incident shocked Wilson deeply,
as it had the country at large, and Wilson would be engaged for much of
the time between the sinking and the entrance of the United States into
the war twenty-three months later in an effort to "get Germany to abandon pr moderate submarine warfare against the non-combatant ship."l?
But only three days later, he addressed a gathering of new citizens in
Philadelphia stating that "There is such thing as a man being too proud
to fight. There is such a thing as a nation being so right that it does not
need to convince others by force that it is right."18 Although at least

LINDA B. HALL AND DON M. COERVER

179

one historian contends that Wilson meant these words only as an abstraction-not as a reaction to the Lusitania-it seems unlikely that he
was not affected and reacting at some level. 19 Wilson indeed meant to
discourage actions such as the submarine attack and lost considerable
credibility with those who felt, like Bryan, that "England has been using
our citizens to protect her ammunition," and those who felt that the
United States should immediately take forceful action of some kind. 20
In fact, Wilson considerably damaged his ability to get any kind of
satisfaction from Germany through his statement. He therefore needed
to rebuild the belief in Europe that the United States might in fact be
willing to use force, and to achieve this end he had to show his willingness by word and deed. He also had to have a military threat to use, and
this element he lacked. Though the American navy was a considerable
force, the army was almost non-existent and certainly not truly combatready. Thus, he soon turned his mind to preparedness, and in July 1915,
he directed the secretaries of navy and war to begin planning for a more
adequate national defense. In October, Wilson approved a plan for significant new naval spending; in November the secretary of war's plan
for the expansion of the regular army and the creation of a reserve force
was published, and in his state of the union message in December 1915,
the same one in which he strongly defended his Mexican policy, he
called for these measures to be enacted. Stating that "We regard war
merely as a means of asserting the rights of a people against aggression," he called for passage of the plans of the war and navy departments, which would make possible the development of "disciplined
might." Emphasizing the need for training in "modern fighting," he
plainly drew the connection between preparedness and world influence.
According to Wilson, Americans "must be fitted to play the great role in
the world, and particularly in this hemisphere, for which they are qualified by principle and by chastened ambition to play." Of course, to the
observer, it seems that it would be Wilson himself who actually yearned
to play out this "great role." The importance of the matter loomed so
large to Wilson that virtuaiIy the entire speech was taken up with this
theme, described by him as "the thorough preparation of the nation to
care for its own security and to make sure of entire [sic] freedom to play
the impartial role in this hemisphere and in the world which we all believe to have been providentially assigned to it." And despite his disclaimer that he had in mind "no thought of immediate or particular danger
arising out of our relations with other nations," Mexico as well as other
arenas on the globe were clearly included. 21 Still, many of Wilson's own
supporters remained steadfastly opposed to increasing the size and power
of the military, and they were unconvinced that the arms were exclusively for defense. As Patrick Devlin has put it, "defence [sic] against
whom? Who was threatening? Where was the invader?"22
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Thus, as New Mexico Senator Albert B. Fall and the Senate called
for more information on Mexico in January 1916, the questions of preparedness and world influence were clearly on Wilson's mind. Indeed, it
is not too much to say that apart from more personal matters-he had
just remarried-they dominated his thinking. It was into this context
that the news of the killing of sixteen American mining employees near
the railroad station of Santa Ysabel in Chihuahua, Mexico, would fall.
Pancho Villa's forces, formerly favored but now marginalized by Wilson's
policy, were implicated in this incident. The President made an immediate connection between the security of the United States border and the
preparedness question. Although at that moment he was not eager to
take military action in Mexico, he was willing to use the incident to emphasize the need for an adequate military establishment. At the same
time, the killings brought his Mexican policy under increasing attack
from members of the Senate, particularly the Foreign Relations Committee, with whom he already had plenty of difficulties stemming from the
European war.
Wilson was by no means the first to draw the connection between
Mexico and preparedness. In February 1915, before the sinking of the
Lusitania and Wilson's change of heart in regard to beefing up the armed
services, Senator Fall quite explicitly discussed this link in his speech
on the Army Appropriations Bill. Indeed, its reprinted title read in large
type, "Army Appropriation Bill-Affairs in Mexico." Fall had extensive
connections with United States businessmen active along the border
and deeper into Mexico, inCluding especially oil interests in the Gulf
Coast. Fall had investments in Mexico, as well. He argued that Congress
had failed to provide an adequate army and navy, "adequate" in the
ability "to make [the country] respected, and to protect its citizens wherever they may be legally, whether within the boundaries of our own
country or elsewhere. 23 He also suggested that foreign powers "now
engaged in this great war" might use Mexico as a staging ground for an
invasion of the United States. 24 He took the same opportunity to attack
Wilson's opposition to Huerta and the occupation of Veracruz, which he
maintained (quite correctly, if Wilson himself is to be believed) was intended to overthrow the Mexican dictator rather' than to defend the honor
of the American flag. 25 Fall also called for the establishment of a "police
force" apparently to be drawn from the United States, Argentina, Brazil,
and Chile, to enforce the peace in Mexico, and suggested that "the sooner
we start on it the better for civilization." Then he returned to the question of the size of the army in relation to the Mexican problem, concluding that "this country needs an adequate Army; it needs a nucleus around
which it can gather enough men ... to restore peace and order there."26
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7th Cavalry detachment on the trail of Pancho Villa, 1916. Photograph courtesy of the Arizona Historical Society"
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Therefore, with the killing of Americans at Santa Ysabel in December 1915, it is not surprising that many in the Senate responded with
outrage, not least among them Senator Fall. Four days before, he had
asked the administration to answer a number of questions about its
Mexican policy. The administration had not yet responded. Senator
William J. Stone, Democrat from Missouri and Chair of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, was hard pressed to prevent Republicans on
the committee, led by Senator William Borah of Idaho, from bringing a
resolution to the Senate floor that would have forced a vote on intervention in Mexico. 27 Stone called on Lansing and the president to provide
Congress with as much information on Mexico as possible, given that
"facts had been suppressed" and that the availability of such a report
would lessen the widespread suspicion that had arisen. As long as the
administration failed to answer the request for more information made
on 6 January 1916, the confirmation of new Ambassador to Mexico Henry
Fletcher would be held up. Even Democratic Senators friendly to the
President were beginning to wonder whether Wilson's policy of nonintervention could be carried out more actively.28
While the attack at Santa Ysabel caused public opinion Senate problems for Wilson, it afforded him an opportunity as well. He seems at this
precise time, pinpointed by Arthur Link as 18 January, to have made a
decision to take his appeal on preparedness directly to the country.29 On
the previous day, his Secretary of War, Lindley M. Garrison (soon to
leave the cabinet) and Major General Leonard Wood, addressed a dinner
of more than one thousand bankers in New York, calling for the establishment of a Continental Army and declaring that, as the headlines
proclaimed, "Defense Program Based on the Militia is a Sham."JO Two
days prior, Republican ex:-:-Senator Elihu Root had resoundingly told the
New York State Bar Association that "this country should be equipped
to meet by force of arms all external aggression." The New York Times
lauded the messge as "stirring," stating that it appealed to "the minds
and hearts of all loyal American citizens."JI Circumstances moved many
different groups in the direction of greater military preparedness, though
opposition remained strong. Wilson took advantage of the climate of
public opinion engendered by the murders in Mexico, and began a campaign for arming the nation to which he was personally and visibly committed.
Beginning his tour on 27 January with several speeches in New York,
Wilson emphasized that he would continue to work for peace. Meanwhile, he insisted that Americans "love ... the principles upon which
their political life is founded:' and that this love was stronger than their
love for peace. While he was talking about Americans, it is clear that he
was largely talking about himself, articulating his own principles and
intentions and identifying them with those of the American people. This
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is even clearer in his assertion that "They will at no time seek a contest,
but they will at no time cravenly avoid it."32 Wilson tried hard to persuade Americans and Europeans that he was willing to act, given necessity; that he would not fail the nation through cowardice; and that there
was a point beyond which Europeans and Mexicans could not with impunity violate United States' rights. On the other hand, he was asking
the public and Congress to give him the means to make war while trying
to persuade them that he would not pursue those means. It was a difficult case to make.
He also tried to calm public passions on the Mexico situation and
maintain his own flexibility. He was obviously still very reluctant to intervene. As he presented it to his audience, intervention in Mexico would
have as a consequence the United States' loss of its moral leadership in
Latin America. Rather extraordinarily, he suggested that United States'
loss of influence would devolve upon Europe, which had very little claim
to moral leadership at that moment, given their involvement in an ugly
war. In any case, he emphasized that the United States need not fear an
invasion from the south, but rather must be concerned about its position in the western hemisphere in general. Therefore, military action
against Mexico was still precluded. 33 The same evening, at a speech to
the Motion Picture Board of Trade, he discussed, in the context of the
revelatory nature of the camera, the way in which he had discerned the
lies that those who had come to see him on the Mexican situation told
him. 34 He was still strongly resisting pressure from business groups to
take action to preserve their interests.
As the tour on preparedness progressed, however, he became more
emphatic on the dangers of the Mexican problem. In Chicago on 31 January, he illustrated the need for an adequate peacetime army by discussing the inability of the current force to control the Mexican border. In
this regard, he concluded that "We have not men enough in the United
States Army for the routine work ofpeace."35 On 2 February, in Kansas
City, he went even further. He queried his audience, "But, on land, what
stands behind the President, if he should have to act in your behalf to
enforce the demands of the United States for respect and right? An army
so small that I have not had men enough to patrol the Mexican border."
It was "very mortifying."36 He added that he did not have a force sufficient to prevent bandits from raiding across the boundary into the United
States. Indeed, Wilson was no doubt concerned with his inability to
influence satisfactorily events in Mexico, but he was obviously much
more frustrated with his inability to influence events in Europe. Wilson
let Mexico stand as a surrogate for his lack of power in the European
situation. It was not his failure to protect a few lives in Mexico that was
"mortifying," but rather his failure to achieve his aims in Europe.
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Wilson was immediately concerned with submarine warfare. As mentioned above, he and Lansing had been unable to come to terms with
Germany over the sinking of the Lusitania. At the time of the preparedness speeches, the only issue remaining, as the Germans had agreed at
last on an indemnity, was Wilson's desire ofa German acknowledgment
of the illegality of the action. However, spurred by a communication
from presidential adviser Edward M. House, who was travelling through
Europe holding extensive discussions with the contending powers, he
became more eager to reach an agreement. House communicated with
him in two telegrams sent on 30 January and 2 February, shortly after
House left Berlin. He warned in the first that "A great controversy is
going on in Germany regarding undersea warfare." He reported that although the civil government was resisting, the navy, backed to some
degree by the army, was urging the indiscriminate use of submarines to
break the British blockade. The German military apparently believed that
the blockade was hurting them more than the possible entry of the United
States into the war, an evaluation which must certainly have pricked
Wilson's sense of pride and potency. By the time of the Kansas City
speech, in which he described the humiliation of the Mexican situation,
he would have had House's first telegram and must certainly have been
considerably concerned about the German assessment of the American
threat. The second telegram was even more pessimistic. House doubted
that the potential German crisis could be postponed for much longer,
and he predicted that Germany would soon begin efforts to break the
British blockade with submarine warfare. 3? Wilson, wanting no doubt to
prevent such an outcome, sent House's telegrams to Lansing on 4 February with a note asking whether or not the Lusitania matter might be
settled quickly with a "handsome apology" from Germany which would
dodge the illegality issue. By 16 February, the German ambassador had
submitted a draft that Lansing and Wilson found acceptable, but by that
time the whole question of submarine warfare had changed form once
again. On 10 February, Germany announced her intention to treat armed
merchantmen as warships. At this point, the Lusitania disappeared as
an issue and did not resurface until the post-war settlement; it became
lost in what would become the armed ships imbroglio."38
This latter controversy influenced the relationship between Wilson
and Congress. On 17 February, Representative Jeff McLemore, reflecting the concerns of the public and of Congress, introduced a resolution
requesting that the President caution American citizens against travel
on armed merchant ships. Although such a warning would have seemed
sensible, Wilson feared that it would limit his options and interfere with
his own negotiations with belligerents. In any case, he reacted strongly,
telling a congressional delegation that visited him on 21 February that
the United States government would vigorously defend the right of
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Americans to travel on defensively armed merchant vessels. Senator
Stone, the leader of the delegation, reacted with alarm. Emphasizing that
neither he nor the American people wanted war over such an issue, he
believed the warning entirely appropriate. Otherwise, war might ensue,
and he felt he must follow his own conscience on the Resolution's possible adoption. 39 Three days later Stone wrote the President, indicating
that many members of Congress had discussed the problem with him
and that the President's attitude led some to believe that the armed ships
issue was connected with his preparedness campaign. Implicit was the
notion that the President might indeed be contemplating entrance into
the European war. Certainly he was warning that the President's position would negatively influence congressional attitudes toward that campaign. Although Wilson's timely publication of Stone's letter and his
own reply, which emphasized his efforts to keep the country out of war,
helped diffuse support for the Resolution. It was a close call. The final
count was taken only on 3 March in the Senate and 7 March in the
House. 4o Though Congress defeated McLemore's resolution decisively,
Wilson was again made aware of the exceedingly narrow path he was
treading, and of the difficulties that maintaining a credible military establishment and concurrently avoiding war could cause in terms of his
congressional and public support.
Two days after the defeat of the McLemore resolution in the House,
Pancho Villa raided the town of Columbus, New Mexico, killing at least
seventeen Americans. If Villa's attack was not the invasion across the
United States' southern border that Wilson claimed Americans did not
have to fear, it was nevertheless a reminder of the inability of United
States forces to control even its own frontier. Colonel Herbert Slocum
immediately retaliated despite standing orders that prohibited sending
American troops across the border without Washington's approval.
Slocum sent a pursuing force, under the command of Major Frank
Tompkins, that followed only twenty minutes behind the fleeing Villistas.
Tompkins continued across the international boundary, killing seventyfive to one hundred of the opponents before returning to Columbus
seven-and-a-half hours later. This engagement was by far the largest
and most successful United States' effort against Villa. Tompkins described the major importance of this battle as psychological: " ... most
of all, we took the fight to the Mexicans. "41 Within the day, General John
1. Pershing EI Paso had inquired of the Mexican consul in EI Paso whether
or not the Carranza government would accept United States' help in
capturing Villa. The consul was nervously noncommittal. 42
Thus Wilson was faced with a direct challenge from a figure who'
had been defeated and was, at that time, largely discredited in his own
country. Residents of the border, who had been alarmed by many border
incursions and general unrest in the area since the beginning of the
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decade, again demanded action. Some members of Congress had been
pressing for action to pacify Mexico since the Santa Ysabel massacre a
few weeks earlier. Germany, seemingly unconcerned about United States
sensibilities and Wilson's own determination, had changed the nature
of their submarine war in ways which largely obviated the hope for a
European settlement under United States auspices and further threatened the lives of United States citizens. Wilson, by acting rapidly against
Villa, a weak foe, in a country terribly damaged by six years of civil war,
could focus the attention of the United States on the need for military
preparedness. He could also deflect charges about his own resolve in
dealing internationally to protect American lives, and hopefully make
the border safer for the time being. He could use action against Mexico,
with relatively little risk, as a substitute for action against Germany.
Wilson determined immediately to send in a force to pursue Villa.
This is not to say that the decision did not cause him considerable
agony, and it is clear that from the beginning, Wilson envisioned an
action that would be strictly limited to the pursuit of the man he now
considered a bandit. As he to ld his cabinet, "An adequate force will be
sent at once in pursuit of Villa with the single object of capturing him
and putting a stop to his forays." This wording was preserved for the
press release that followed the 10 March meeting. 43 In this way, he hoped
to gain the benefits of action (regarding public opinion, at least) without
the sacrifices of war. The reference to "adequate" troops, was vague but
reflected Wilson's own preparedness campaign rhetoric urging the adoption of measures that would lead to an adequate peacetime force.
On 15 March, six days after the raid, "an adequate force" of 5,000
men under General Pershing crossed the border. This number seems excessive for what Secretary of War Newton D. Baker had earlier described
to his chief of staff as "a sufficient body of mobile troops to locate and
disperse or capture the band or bands that attacked Columbus."44 Obviously, the President and the army were taking no chances on the possibilities of any humiliation at the hands of Villa's forces, and they were
surely aware that they might expect an attack from the de facto
government's toops as well. Still, the original force was focused on the
cavalry unit appropriate for pursuit of Villa, although later artillery and
infantry units more suitable for other duties were added. 45
Wilson's commitment to a limited action never wavered. Although
the War College argued strongly in a memorandum on the Mexican situation only five days before the Columbus Raid that a restricted action in
Mexico would "invite local disasters and delays," Wilson maintained his
direct control over the operation and kept it carefully defined. The War
College then refused to advise the expedition, so unwise did they think
anything less than a full-force attack. 46 On 22 June, United States troops
became involved in a battle with Carranzista troops that many thought
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would lead to outright war. Both Wilson and the Mexicans retreated, a
circumstance disappointing to Pershing and to his command. As the
General wrote to a friend, Carrizal was the time when "red-blooded Americans felt that we should go in, but we did not advance." He rather bleakly
concluded that "Soldiers are to obey no matter what they think but we
can't keep from thinking. "47 After Carrizal, the United States Army pulled
back into northern Mexico where they waited until recalled in January
and February ofthe following year.
The Expedition did,give the army an' opportunity to get ready for
Europe, however. Whether or not this outcome was intended is a matter
of speculation, but the army was able to make advances in a number of
areas that were important to its later efforts in World War 1. The army
made many advances in motor truck design, standardization, maintenance, and unit organization and used the motor truck for the first time
on a large scale. Airplanes were used operationally. Improvements were
made in health care and disease control, and United States railroads
were organized in more systematic ways for the transportation of men
and equipment. Opportunities were taken for courses in tactics and musketry, and "practical exercises."48 As Pershing noted in his autobiography, "when the command left Mexico it was probably more highly trained
than any similar force of our army had ever been before. "49
I
An additional benefit for Wilson was his opportunity to call the
National Guard into action. Formerly uncertain as to what his legal control over the Guard units might be, Wilson succesfully mobilized 112,000
of an estimated 130,000 guardsmen available by the end of July 1916. 50
Although the role of the Guard during the Punitive Expedition was limited to protecting the border on the United States side, this call up nevertheless had many benefits. General Hugh Scott, Wilson's chief of staff,
credited it with discouraging the Mexicans from potential invasion plans,
although it seems unlikely that the Mexicans ever really intended an
invasion except in extraordinary circumstances,51 National Guardsmen
had the opportunity for training, a major concern of Scott's, and were
able to develop a sense of unity and esprit de corps that helped them
later in Europe. The army closed many of its own service schools and
sent instructors to the border to take part in this training. Along the
border, the Army experienced chronic shortages of equipment and a lack
or organization. Although these difficulties were not fully resolved at
the time the Guard was sent to Europe, steps had been taken toward
improvement. The National Guard contained largely infantry units, and
the need for supplementation with artillery, engineer, cavalry, and support troops was recognized and dealt with. The Guard improved considerably in the months of the Punitive Expedition; it put together a
seventeen-division force that was sent to Europe. 52
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United States armored tanks stationed on the border, 1916. Photograph courtesy of the Arizona Historical Society.

Tractor pulling hay for the cavalry horses during the campaign against villa,
1916. Photograph courtesy of the Arizona Historical Society.
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Although the Punitive Expedition exhibited many advantages for
Wilson, some of them perhaps not envisioned at the time it was sent into
Mexico, he hesitated at the last minute. Hearing that Carranzista troops
threatened to retaliate with force, he temporarily delayed the United
States border crossing. However, two of his closest associates-House
and Joseph Tumulty-stressed emphatically the importance of projecting an image of strength and resolve. Distraught, Tumulty sent him a
strong note in which he indicated that "To retrace our steps now could
be not only disastrous to our party and humiliating to the country, but
would be destructive of our influence in international affairs and make it
forever impossible to deal in any effective way with Mexican affairs."53
House also believed that a failure to act would greatly damage Wilson's
political position at home and his influence in Europe, and he drew the
connection between Mexico and Germany quite explicitly when he speculated that Wilson was determined "not to allow Germany to force him
into intervention." House reported that Tumulty "argued with the President desperately, saying that if he did not send our troops after Villa, or
if he hesitated a moment to act, he might just as well not contemplate
running for the Presidency, since he would not get a single electoral
vote." House further indicated that reports that the Carranzista army
would attack United States troops if they entered Mexican territory had
been in error, and that Wilson could therefore proceed. 54 In the event,
Mexican troops fell back to avoid problems with the United States units
as they crossed the border, but it is instructive that Wilson shrank from
any circumstance that would have involved the United States in a fullscale war.
Although it was not to be expected that this restricted action in
Mexico would exempt Wilson from further criticism from those who
wanted a more virile American response, it nevertheless illustrated that
Wilson was ready to use at least some degree of force to protect United
States lives and interests. In addition, Congress finally took action to
increase the armed forces. Bills to this effect were introduced in both
houses of Congress in early March 1916, coincidental with the Columbus raid and the move into Mexico. Wilson signed the National Defense
Act in June. In the same month, the Democratic convention in St. Louis
renominated Wilson for President by an overwhelming vote. A heated
re-election campaign ensued, in which his Mexican policy was a point
at issue. June was also the month of the Carrizal confrontation between
United States forces and Mexican troops. It had led many observers to
expect war, before both Wilson and Carranza backed away. The Democratic platform supported Wilson's moderation, pointing out that although the temporary use of force was sanctioned, intervention in Mexico
was not acceptable to the American people. 55 Republicans kept up the
pressure, with the National Committee even sending a representative to
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EI Paso to report on "murders ... and outrages upon our citizens in
Mexico." Still, despite a setback when Secretary of War Baker compared
Mexican revolutionaries to George Washington's soldiers, Wilson was
able to avoid major problems, either with regard to public opinion or
through further military confrontation, by limiting the mission of the
Expedition and by pulling it back into northern Chihuahua. 56 Although
Wilson did not feel sure enough of himself politically to withdraw the
Expedition completely, he did not want to precipitate any further encounters. He still hoped to gain concessions from the Carranza government, however, and he continued to press for assurances on the
protection of property and a claims commission, until conditions in Europe forced him unilaterally to order withdrawal in January 1917. Throughout the campaign he had to dodge critics on one side who questioned
whether he had actually "kept us out of war," given the presence of U.S.
troops in Mexico, and those who wanted a more strenuous effort there. 57
But Wilson did keep the action limited, and he was re-elected, barely.
The Pershing Punitive Expedition left a considerable residue of illwill in Mexico, and Carranza drew closer and closer to Germany. Ironically, this rapprochement led Germany to propose an alliance with Mexico
in the Zimmermann Telegram in early 1917. The interception of this communication was important in precipitating the United States entrance
into World War I. Pancho Villa was elevated from a defeated and discredited loser to the status of a national hero, having defied the Colossus of
the North and living to tell about it. His increased strength permitted
him to continue to defy and harass the Carranza government the ful1
length of its term. Within the United States, however, the Expedition
achieved some important ends. Wilson was able to spur the nation toward an accelerated program of military preparedness that served him
well when the United States entered the European War in 1917. The
actual use of forces within Mexico and on the border furnished a measure of training and helped to anticipate and solve logistical, supply,
and equipment difficulties. Despite a difficult election and a strong Republican challenge in 1916, Wilson did win re-election, and despite being forced into the war, he was able to playa considerable role in the
peace. Although he was ultimately unable to prevent the German use of
submarine warfare, the action in Mexico may well have helped delay
United States entrance into the war in Europe until the former was better
prepared to fight it. Therefore, within the context of United States domestic politics and diplomatic necessities, Wilson's decision to go into
Mexico can be seen not as a capricious and hasty move but rather as a
careful threading of the way through the minefield of domestic and international problems that confronted him in 1916.
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Book Reviews

Waters oj Zion: The Politics oj Water in Utah. Edited by Daniel C. McCool.
(Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 1995. xi + 202 pp. Maps, charts,
tables, notes, index. $24.95 paper.)
Although water is of critical importance in Utah, the second driest state in the
nation, no book-length study about the state's water politics existed until the publication of Waters ojZion. Edited by Daniel McCool, this series of essays grew out
of an effort to write a book about the politics of water that would stimulate further
interest in the subject.
The subsequent nine-chapter book is divided into four parts. The introductory
chapter lays the foundation by describing water policy both in terms of the political
process and substantive history. The second chapter recounts the history of the
development of water policy in the Salt Lake Valley with particular emphasis on the
physical characteristics of the Central Utah Project (CUP), a primary feature of the
state's water development plan. The next two chapters deal with the changed in the
CUP's sponsoring agency as well as the conflict over the use of water resources
among competing interests, specifically between CUP, recreation, and tourism.
Part three contains a variety of topics: one author examines alternative uses and
sources for water in cities-an important topic considering the phenomenal rate of
urban growth in the state; another looks at how groundwater policy has changes
over time. The third author explores the topic. of instream flow and competently
explains the problems and importance of this concept in shaping contemporary
state water policy. A valuable concluding chapter in part three places Utah's experience within the larger context of national trends in water policy. The final part
provides a current account of the CUP Completion Act and the efforts made to
implement it.
This work is quite different than the seminal studies on water policy and
development published only a decade ago. Unlike the compendium history of water
in New Mexico by Ira G. Clark, this book makes no pretense at inclusivity. It
simply explores and discusses some of the many fascinating topics within the larger
subject, hoping to provoke others' interests and research. Nor does Waters oJZion
resemble the broad, theoretical work of Donald Worster in Rivers ojEmpire. Rather,
it is a simple but technical work that presents process and history in a commendably unbiased manner. More specific than regional works on the topic, Waters oj
Zion closely follows the themes and methodology used in Robert Dunbar's Forging
New Rights in Western Water and in McCool's own Command oJthe Waters, which
discusses the Utes' water rights.
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In this refreshingly readable book, the authors have achieved their goals of
diversity of viewpoint and objectivity in presentation. It serves as a fine model for
book-length studies on the same subject in other states.
Stefanie Beninato
Santa Fe, New Mexico
Now the Wolf Has Come: The Creek Nation in the Civil War. By Christine
Schultz White and Benton R. White. (College Station: Texas A&M University
Press, 1996. xvi + 193 pp. Notes, bibliography, index. $20.00.)
In autumn 1861, as opening shots of the Civil War were heard across the South,
nine thousand Native Americans left Indian Territory for the promise of protection
in the North. Seven thousand arrived in Kansas in January 1862, starving, halffrozen, and confused by federal apathy toward them. Two thousand died along the
way from disease, exposure, and warfare with pursuing Confederates, especially
Confederate Cherok~es under Stand Watie and Creeks commanded by Daniel McIntosh, a mixed-blood whose assimilationist views represented a decades-long split
in the Creek-Muskogee Nation. Now the Wolf Has Come dramatically relates this
deadly journey and how a corrupt Indian Bureau not only turned its back on its
"wards" isolated in the South, but profited from the situation.
One strength of this book lies in its narrative, which reads like a novel. The
authors tell this poignant story through the eyes of the aged Opothleyahola, a
revered Creek leader who planned and led the escape. Readers observe a man and a
people torn between their land and the consequences of remaining in the South,
between breezy assurances of protection by white bureaucrats and the awful reality
that the Indian Office did not care. The story is compelling and at times complex.
A weakness, however, is that complexity breaks down with McIntosh and
assimilationist views, which are often seen as simplistic and shallow. Whites are
depicted as consistently evil, and the Richmond and Washington governments akin
to Sodom and Gomorrah. Unfortunately, this was at times all too true, but multiple
motivations are more revealing and accurate. Throughout the story, for example,
Opothleyahola reflects upon the duplicity of whites, so one is hard-pressed to
understand why he put such trust in them. On the strength of a single letter from
E.H. Carruth, a missionary, educator, known liar, and cheat who "leeched a living off
the Cherokee Nation and other nations in the Territory for years," Opothleyahola
led nine thousand Indians into the wilderness (p. 124).
Despite this, Now the Wolf Has Come tries hard to provide the elusive Indian
voice and does so very effectively. It addresses a topic that has received little
attention: the migration of those isolated in Indian Territory and cut off from federal
support. The historiography of Native American participation in the Civil War has
grown in recent years, but not this view. The bibliography contains extensive archival sources and a lengthy list of secondary publications. The authors also conducted
oral interviews with members of the Muskogee Nation for this book that could have
been better reflected in text notes. Strengths far outweigh weaknesses, however, and
this book is so well-written that it will be enjoyed by a general audience in addition
to students of Native American and Civil War history.
Kathleen Chamberlain
University ofNew Mexico
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The Great Southwest 0/ the Fred Harvey Company and the Santa Fe Railway.
Edited by Marta Weigle and Barbara A. Babcock. (Phoenix, Arizona: The Heard
Museum, 1996. xvii + 254 pp. Illustrations, appendixes, notes, bibliography,
index. $24.95 paper.)
Several books have been written about the famous entrepreneur Fred Harvey
and his efforts to civilize Western taste in dining and railroad travel around the turn
of the century. This book is the most complete collection of information describing
the profound absorption and dedication the Harvey system, in conjunction with the
Santa Fe Railroad, undertook to "construct the national imaginary of the West ...
and its native peoples ... [to be] seen by thousands of Americans" (p. 3).
The twenty essays edited by Marta Weigle and Barbara A: Babcock illustrate
the massive scope and diversity of involvement by the travel giants to promote and
popularize Southwestern Native American art. The exploitation of the myth of an
"American Orient" and a "Vanishing Race" begins with the essay "To Experience
the Real Grand Canyon," by Marta Weigle and Kathleen L. Howard, and ends with
BarbaraA. Babcock's "First Families: Gender, Reproduction and the Mythic Southwest. "
This informative study is prefaced by a chronological chart beginning with
merchant William Becknell, "Father of the Santa Fe Trail," making the inaugural
journey into New Mexico in 1821. There are yearly entries of railroading importance, ending with the dissolution of the Fred Harvey Fine Arts Foundation in 1979.
This anthology of Fred Harvey lore explains the impact of railroads and the
Harvey system on the Southwest's peoples and economy. It also explains the use of
art, literature, advertising, and entrepreneurial skills to sell an illusion to a willing
market by enterprising individuals who ended up believing the dream they created.
During the peak period of railroad travel promotion, the largest Native American art
collections were held by the Harvey Family Foundation, the Harvey system's only
female architect, Mary Colter, and Herman Schweizer, Harvey's anthropologist.
The Great Southwest 0/ Fred Harvey and the Santa Fe Railway isa wellresearched documentary portraying southwestern Native Americans as active participants in the realistic though mythic portrayal of their culture for the benefit of
the tourist trade. The book has many beautiful, explicitly captioned illustrations.
Although not for the average reader, this book contains a wealth of important
information for historians and scholars, especially those interested in railroading
history.
Carmen R. Chavez
University a/New Mexico

Education/or Extinction: American Indians and the Boarding School Experience, 1875-1928. By David Wallace Adams. (Lawrence: University Press of
Kansas, 1995. xi + 396 pp. Illustrations, tables, notes, index. $34.95.)
In a thematic presentation drawing extensively on government documents, reports, newspapers, memoirs, and "as told to" accounts, David Wallace Adams
argues that Indian students reacted to their experiences at off-reservation boarding
schools in a variety of ways ranging from resistance to accommodation. Through a
detailed examination of boarding school life from the 1880s to the 1910s-including
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such schools as Hampton, Carlisle, Haskell, Phoenix, and Albuquerque, among others-Adams demonstrates that Indian parents and children did not passively accept
government policies. Instances of students' escapes, arson, disrespectful nicknaming of teachers, cultural maintenance (often clandestine), drifting from school to
school, ingesting hallucinogens, as well as parents' support ofthese activities, offer
telling evidence of active resistance. Indeed, parents' frequent visits to the reservation day and boarding schools, along with tribal activities around nearby agencies,
prompted school superintendents and reformers to argue for the removal of all
children to off-reservation schools. But as the author, an associate professor of
education at Cleveland State University, shows, parents also served as instruments
of government policy by voluntarily enrolling their children, then encouraging them
to learn the white man's ways.
Education for Extinction vividly and comprehensively sketches what life was
like at boarding schools. Adjusting to new surroundings; coping with discipline,
death, and disease; and learning the curriculum of civilization, citizenship, and selfreliance all playa significant role in Adams's monograph. The sixth chapter of the
ten-chapter book, entitled "Rituals," provocatively explains how religion, gender
relations, sports, and calendar rituals-such as Indian Citizenship Day and Arbor
Day-combined to impact policy makers' messages. Drawing on Clifford Geertz's
analysis of "deep play," Adams suggests that not only did Carlisle's football program symbolize social integration and acculturation but, in games against Harvard,
Yale, and others, the sport also symbolized Indians' efforts to reverse the impact of
the Indian-white frontier and to oppose discrimination. Incorporating a
multidisciplinary analysis, Adams incorporates literature on institutions, resistance,
acculturation, reform, progressivism, social theory, cities, and gender.
The study founders in places, however. For instance, when Christmas was first
introduced at Truxton Canyon, Arizona, along with the ritual of Santa Claus' arrival, Walapai and Havasupai parents and students stood transfixed until an "old
wiseman" screamed "Quiqete, Quiqete," while jumping up and waving his arms.
Many rushed out of the building before order was restored. Afterwards, students
favorably received gifts from Santa, but the reader never learns what "Quiqete"
means and what the initial objection was (p. 195). Considering the thoroughness of
Adams' research, this oversight is probably due to lack of sources, but just mentioning this dilemma would help guide the reader. Regarding the appearance ofIndians'
voices on a broader level, however, I wonder whether a study emphasizing students'
boarding school experiences should introduce non-Indian policymakers, administrators, teachers, and reformers in the story before the Indians themselves? As for
Adams's periodization, the late 1870s seems a likely starting point, and the Meriam
Report (1928) the standard ending point, but Adams' account trails off in 1918,
when the Board of Indian Commissioners announced that the success of the boarding schools had been overstated and when many former boarding school students
testified before Congress in favor of peyote use in religious observances. Having
highlighted this point, the author's treatment of the 1920s and John Collier seems
tacked on. But as a whole, Adams has performed a valuable service in bringing this
material to the attention of other scholars in such an analytically and insightful
manner.
Jerry A. Davis
University ofNew Mexico
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Paradise Valley, Nevada: The People and Buildings ofan American Place. By
Howard Wight Marshall. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1995. xi v + 152
pp. lllustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $55.00.)
Paradise Valley, in northern Nevada, is not likely to be on most travelers'
itineraries unless they have read Marshall's extensive, thorough study of the history
of the place and the evolution of its vernacular architecture. After a sojourn reading
this description and study of Paradise Valley, one becomes well-acquainted with
the stone masons from the Piedmont region of northern Italy and their long-lasting
architectural accomplishments skillfully made from local granite and other materials.
It is also the story of an industrious group of immigrants who settled the area
with ranches and farms. In "The Historical Framework" chapter, Marshall offers
the results of his painstaking research into the historic occupancy of the area so that
the reader gains intimacy with the varied ethnic differences of the residents and their
roles in the community.
Hardrock miners were followed by settlers of "old-stock Americans, German
farmers, Italian stonemasons, Hispanic-Californian vaqueros, Chinese laborers, and
Basque sheepherders" (p. 5). Displaced Paiute Indians resorted to raiding, but once
the United States Army had secured the valley a tentative peace prevailed, and
Native Americans began to find work on the farms and ranches.
The architectural personality of Paradise Valley changed after 1863 with the
arrival of Italian stone masons. It is with this group that Marshall concentrates an
in-depth study demonstrating the importance and significance of "cultural baggage," a subject that has attracted many geographers. There is a broad spectrum of
interest in Paradise Valley, Nevada. Those interested in historical architecture will
find a valuable resource in methodology as well as in synthesis. Cultural geographers should be intrigued by the Italian stone masons, house types, and settlement
patterns. But readership of this book need not be confined to scholars.
Marshall's writing style is appealing to anyone with interest in the West.
Marshall also has the foresight to discuss the term "vernacular" in an appendix so
that the reader can understand the term and why he uses it instead of "folk" or
"traditional" architecture. The volume is elaborately illustrated with excellent photographs and drawings documenting the various buildings of the area along with
photographs of the people, past and present, who have hewn a community in an
isolated, beautiful valley in northern Nevada.
John Duncklee
Oracle, Arizona

U.S.-Mexico Borderlands: Historical and Contemporary Perspectives. Edited
by Oscar 1. Martinez. (Wilmington, Delaware: Scholarly Resources, Inc., 1996.
xix + 264 pp. Notes, bibliography. $40.00 cloth, $16.95 paper.)
This anthology centers on conflict and cooperation in the Mexico-United States
borderlands region. The volume comprises historical and contemporary essays written by Chicano, Mexican, and United States historians, geographers, and other
writers. Related documents supplement the essays. These include treaties, proclamations, a memoir, an oral history interview, advocacy or position statements,

200

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

APRIL 1997

reports by journalists, and Mexican and United States government reports. The
period covered in this fine collection begins in 1836 when Texas declared its independence from Mexico and it ends in 1994 with the enactment of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA).
In the first essay, Professor Richard Griswold del Castillo discusses the concluding deliberations (2 February-3D May 1848) over the Treaty of Guadalupe
Hidalgo by Mexican and United States officials. Debates in the United States Senate
over the newly acquired territory (northern Mexico) focused on questions of slavery, titles to Spanish and Mexican land grants, and the United States-Mexico
boundary. Mexican liberals, including Manuel "Lencho" Rej6n, Melchor Ocampo,
and Benito Juarez, governor of Oaxaca, strongly objected to ratification. Rej6n
believed the treaty would be "our death sentence." Further, he did not believe the
United States would protect the rights of Mexicans.
In the late 1850s Juan "Cheno" Cortina, motivated by a "profound indignation" against injustice, led the resistance along the border in South Texas. "Mexicans," Cortina proclaimed, "you have been robbed of your property, incarcerated,
murdered and hunted like wild beasts ... it appears that justice has fled from the
world ... We must exterminate the tyrants!" (pp. 76-77). Educator, writer, philosopher, and political leader Jose Vasconcelos (1882-1959) recalls bitter experiences as
a child attending school in Eagle Pass, Texas, during the 1890s. "The memory of the
United States-Mexico War and related "deep racial hatred" kept alive "bloody
clashes" between "gringos and greasers," Vasconcelos wrote (p. 103). Senora Flores
de Andrade, a participant in the Mexican Revolutionary Movement (1910) in the EI
Paso-Juarez region, exemplified the role of women during that critical juncture.
She became an organizer of the Daughters of Cuahtemoc, a group linked to the
Partido Libera/led by the Flores Mag6n brothers. J.T. Canales, a South Texas state
representative and lawyer, spoke out diplomatically against the "undesirable conduct" of the Texas Rangers. He cited several episodes in which he believed Mexicans
had been killed without justification.
During Prohibition era in the United States (1920-33) border cities, particularly Juarez and Tijuana, experienced an economic "boom" heavily bolstered by
tourism. United States patrons seeking booze, gambling, and other "sinful entertainment," flocked to the border. The Great Depression caused severe hardships in the
border cities. Since World War II, interdependence has significantly increased with
increased trade and tourism, the large migration of workers across the border, and
the development of large United States assembly plants (maquiladoras) in Mexico.
Several problems continue to plague borderland inhabitants: exploitation and abuse
of workers; the flow of drugs, air, and water pollution; and, most significantly, a
huge increase in crime. The enactment of NAFTA in 1994 has placed yet another
spotlight on the border. What positive or negative effects NAFTA will have on the
border is an open question.
Sharp contradictions and high drama mark the region. A poem, "La Frontera,"
written expressly for this anthology by the editor, describes the essence of the
border: contempt, pride, conflict, cooperation, poverty, profit, despair, and vitality. A judicious selection of essays, documents, and reports by scholars and activists make this volume a great contribution toward a better understanding of the
paradoxical Mexico-United States Borderlands.
Tobias Duran-Romero
University ofNew Mexico
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El Mexico Olvidado: La Historia del Pueblo Chicano. 2 vo/s. Edited by David
Maciel. (EI Paso & Ciudad Juarez: University of Texas at El Paso and Universidad
Autonoma de Ciudad Juarez, 1996.338 + 571 pp. Notes, tables. $20.00 paper.)
This two-volume anthology is a compilation of some of the best essays written in Spanish and English about the historical experit:nce of Chicanos in the United
States. The selection of essays crosses the international boundary with studies by
leading Mexican and United States historians. As a panoramic survey of the major
problems and themes in Chicano history, thisis an invaluable book since most of the
Mexican contributions have no.t had a wide circulation in either the United States or
Mexico. Many will recognize the essays by well-known Chicano historians first
published in English. This anthology presents both Mexican and Chicano perspectives and is a true bi-national work.
The first volume begins with a survey by David Maciel of the formation of the
Mexican North during the period 1600-1836 and is followed by essays reflecting
Mexican and Chicano perspectives on the United States-Mexican War. Rudolfo
Acuna argues that the war was one of colonial conquest, following a pattern of
domination and subordination that would be followed by European powers later in
the nineteenth century. Josefina Vasquez argues that the war was inevitable given
the expansionist politics of the United States in the 1830s and 1840s. Agustin Cue
Canovas analyses how the subsequent Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo was violated
and Mexicans despoiled oftheir lands. Subsequent essays by Manuel Servin, Americo
Paredes, and Carlos Cortes discuss the economic and social struggles of Chicanos in
the last part of the nineteenth century. The resistance movements of Juan Cortina
and the Gorras Blancas are treated in two excellent essays by Mike Webster and
Robert Rosenbaum, respectively. Thi's first volume concludes with a discussion of
urbanization during the first part of the twentieth century. One Of the strengths of
this volume is that it analyzes Mexican communities outside the historical Southwest. Louise Ano Nuevo de Kerr, for example, has an excellent article on the Chicanos
of Chicago.
The second volume covers Chicano history in the twentieth century and has a
variety of themes. One explores the relationship between Mexico and Aztlan, the
Chicano homeland in the Southwest. Original essays by Victoria Lerner, Juan GomezQuinones, and David Maciel discuss this topic. Another theme developed is working class history with an important essay by Maxine Baca Zinn on the education and
employment of Chicanas. A section on ·the evolution of Chicano politics in the
twentieth century has a Spanish-language translation of a seminal essay by Alfredo
Cuellar periodizing and critiquing the evolution of Chicano politics. To present the
history of the Chicano movement, Maciel includes essays by Cesar Chavez, Rudolfo
Acuna, David Montejano, and others who were actively involved in this period of
history. This volume has a discussion of the evolution of Chicano cultural expression that is at once theoretical and practical with a Spanish version of the very
important essay on culture by Juan Gomez-Quinones as well as a reminiscence by
Rupert Garcia, an internationally known Chicano artist.
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It would be difficult to find better representative articles to present to the
reading Mexican public an introduction to Chicano history and studies. Maciel is to
be complimented on his drawing together such a variety of perspectives and in
organizing the volumes in coherent thematic divisions. With these books, Mexican
readers now have a solid factual basis for understanding their cousins to the north.

Richard Griswold del Castillo
San Diego State University

Black Texas Women: 150 Years of Trial and Triumph. By Ruthe Winegarten.
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 1995. xv + 427 pp. Illustrations, charts,
tables, bibliography, index. $60.00 cloth, $14.95 paper.)
Ruthe Winegarten's Black Texas Women: 150 Years ofTrial and Triumph fills a
gap in the history of the Lone Star State. Winegarten skillfully chronicles the legacy
of "black Texas women who have resisted oppressive institutions, people, and laws
and built their families, communities, and careers from the ground up" (p.vii). This
study is divided into five parts: Antebellum, Reconstruction and Redemption, Education and Culture, The New Century, and The Modern Period. Beginning with
Antebellum, Winegarten examines free women of color residing under both Spanish
and Mexican rule and the years before statehood. The author also highlights the
work, culture, religion, and community of the women who endured the lash under
the "Peculiar Institution." Subsequent chapters treat black female Texans' roles in
resistance after emancipation, clubs and community building, the struggle for equal
rights, World War II, and the Civil Rights Movement.
Black women were victims of both racism and sexism. Nevertheless, they endured. From slave Mary Armstrong to Senator Barbara Jordan, black Texas women
have stood strong in battling the destructive forces of oppression. They stood
beside their men in building homes and providing for their families. They were on
the front lines when combating lynching, demanding suffrage and challenging a racist
America.
This study deals with more than a few famous and well-known Texas women.
It identifies the hundreds of black women who have played significant roles in their
communities and institutions. Eliza Peterson, Lucy Gonzales, Maud Cuney Hare,
Mattie B. White, and Hattie Briscoe are among those whose contributions have been
noted. By revealing their names and unveiling their faces, Winegarten has ensured
that their places in Texas and United States history will not be lost. The accompanying photographs and primary documents add testimony to the beauty, persistence, strength, and triumphs of Texas' black women.
Winegarten's Black Texas Women is a much-needed general and readable contribution to Texas, women's, and Aftican American history. While there are no major
revelations or startling new interpretations, Black Texas Women quenches an academic thirst by serving as an excellent text and reference work. Black Texas Women:
150 Years ofTrial and Triumph should serve as a model for other state studies.
Maxine D. Jones
Florida State University
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A Mary Austin Reader. Edited by Esther F. Lanigan. (Tucson: University of
Arizona Press, 1996. ix + 271 pp. Illustrations, notes, bibliography. $40.00
cloth, $16.95 paper.)
Mary Hunter Austin was an eco-feminist writer who drew her inspiration
from the peoples and landscapes Of the early twentieth century American Southwest. Although her literary career spanned four decades until her death in 1934,
feminist scholars have only recently begun to include Austin as an important feminist writer on par with contemporaries like Charlotte Perkins Gilman, Kate Chopin,
and Willa Cather.
Austin biographer Esther Lanigan draws from some thirty books and hundreds
of shorter works to create a sampler of Austin's writings for readers unfamiliar with
both the woman and her work. She provides an in-depth introduction to Mary
Austin the person and writer, and organizes excerpts of Austin's writings by genre,
including fiction, nonfiction, and poetry. Lanigan chooses examples of Austin's
writings that "amplify modern ideas" concerning such topics as feminism, environmentalism, and multiculturalism (p. 14).
Grouping the writings by genre makes sense ifthe purpose is to discern Austin's
merits as an artist. But since many of the pieces included are either semi-autobiographical or autoqiographical, Lanigan reveals more about the artist than the art
itself. Curiously, she places excerpts of Earth Horizon, Austin's autobiography, at
the end of the collection when it would have been a useful departure at the beginning
to more clearly illustrate the autobiographical strands in the following sections.
Furthermore, though Lanigan supposedly organizes the essays by genre, she separates into disparate sections selections from The Land ofLittle Rain (1903) and The
Land ofJourney's Ending (1924), both naturist writings considered by most Austin
scholars to be companion works. Although the latter was published some twenty
years after the first, it seems Lanigan should have remained consistent with her
overall organization of chapters.
Readers seeking to learn more about Austin the public figure and activist may
be disappointed. Lanigan is more interested in presenting Austin as a literary figure
than showing her role in the political movements of her day. As a self-proclaimed
feminist and an Indian rights advocate, Austin played an active role in both arenas
on the local and national level.
Overall, however, this is a useful collection that clearly represents Austin's
range as a writer and poet. It not only has selections from Austin's "greatest hits,"
but also highlights some of her lesser-known unpublished works, such as the novella Cactus Thorn. On balance, Lanigan provides quintessential Austin writings for
readers unfamiliar with one of New Mexico's foremost women writers.
Catherine B. Kleiner
University ofNew Mexico
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Lost Legacy: The Mormon Office of Presiding Patriarch. By Irene M. Bates
and E. Gary Smith. (Chicago: University of Illinois Press, 1996. viii + 258 pp.
Illustrations, charts, notes, bibliography, appendixes, index. $32.50.)
The hothouse of Mormon history has generated enormous investigation in the
last quarter-century on virtually every aspect of the church's origins and development. Historian Irene Bates and attorney E. Gary Smith, whose father was the
church's last Presiding Patriarch, have made a significant contribution to the literature.
The office of Presiding Patriarch was created by Joseph Smith, Jr., the Mormon
prophet, in 1833 and bestowed upon his father. Although the patriarchate carried no
ecclesiastical authority, it was essentially a position with a pastoral ministry. It
enjoyed symbolic stature, and those who held the office had the ability to help
shape church policy and membership attitudes. From the time of the office's institution until its discontinuance in 1979, the Presiding Patriarch had always been a
literal descendant of the Mormon church's founding family, and enjoyed a special
place in the hearts of the rank and file. Joseph Smith, Sr., held the position from
1833 until his death in 1840. Hyrum Smith, Joseph Smith's brother, held it until his
assassination in 1844. William B. Smith, the only surviving brother, held the position briefly in 1845 and 1846 but he ran afoul of the institutional hierarchy and was
excommunicated. Thereafter, a succession of Smiths held the post, most recently
Eldred G., who served between 1947 and 1979.
The authors take a chronological approach to dealing with the various individuals and events shaping the patriarchal office. They appropriately expend considerable effort to chart the formation ofthe office and the development of its boundaries.
They also analyze William Smith's debacle, the first instance but far from the last in
which charismatic authority in the form of the Smith family crossed swords with
official ecclesiastical authority.
This recurring controversy shapes Lost Legacy, as the authors use Max Weber's
"routinization of charisma" theory to explain the jousting between members of the
Smith family who held the Presiding Patriarch office and those who achieved their
ecclesiastical position through the bureaucratic process. In the end, predictably,
routinization resulted in the overthrow of charisma, and the last few Presiding
Patriarchs found their role gradually circumscribed until the office was discontinued
altogether.
There is much to praise in Lost Legacy. It is a detailed, useful volume that asks
difficult questions about the Mormon institution. It is sympathetic without being
apologetic, and Bates' and Smith's conclusions are well-measured.
Roger D. Launius
NASA ChiefHistorian
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The Countryside in Colonial Latin America. Edited by Louisa Schell Hoberman
and Susan Migden Socolow. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press,
1996. xiii + 295' pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $45.00
cloth, $19.95 paper.)
Rural society has been a major theme of study for scholars of colonial Latin
America. But, as Louisa Schell Hoberman points out in her conclusion, institutions
such as the encomienda, the hacienda, or the mission village have often been the
focus. The anthology moves away from this institutional emphasis and integrates
new methodologies and findings in a very engaging collection of essays. The discussion of material life and ecology reflects new interests in the profession and is a
welcome addition in a book aimed at the classroom.
The individual pieces fall into two groups: those that deal with structures such
as the rural economy 'and those that discuss social groups such as middle groups,
blacks, and indigenous peoples to name but a few. Although the essays are thematic,
there is some constructive overlap, for instance, between the studies on blacks and
indigenous peoples and analyses of conflict, violence, and resistance. This reiteration, however, simply strengthens the overall picture of the countryside and its
dynamics.
The individual authors do not limit their discussions to the regions in which
they specialize but rather all provide wide coverage of many areas within the colonial world. The result is a book that to a greater degree than often available in
textbooks integrates and compares regional experiences not 0I1ly within the Spanish
empire but also Brazil.
The prose is clear and well-written and does not lapse into academic jargon.
Illustrations accompany each piece, although generally they are not integrated into
the discussion. For the specialist of colonial Latin America, this book will not hold
many surprises but it is still an agreeable review of current findings and it is primarily aimed at students. It is not, however, condescending nor does it avoid hard
issues and controversial interpretations. This book should be very useful for the
classroom since the organization will fit in well with most syllabi and the level of
discussion should please the brightest students and challenge the weaker ones without frustrating them.
Sonya Lipsett-Rivera
Carleton University

A Shared Space: Folklife in the Arizona-Sonora Borderlands. By James S.
Griffith. (Logan: Utah State University Press, 1995. x + 207 pp. Illustrations,
map, appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $34.95 cloth, $19.95 paper.)
In this era of international free trade and immigration issues, border studies
from the various academic disciplines become increasingly important to our understanding of complex cross-cultural relations. Often, particular geographical segments of the borderlands can be defined and studied as separate and dynamic cultural
regions. Such is the case with James S. Griffith's A Shared Space: Folklife in the
Arizona-Sonora Borderlands.
In this thoroughly engrossing compilation of exploratory essays, James S.
Griffith delves into numerous cultural aspects of the Pimeria Alta, the border area
that bridges southern Arizona and northern Sonora. This shared region of Mexico
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and the United States is rich with Mexican, Mexican American, Native American,
and Anglo influences. The author respectfully demonstrates how the popular arts
and "folk" cultures that result from this intermingling of communities become integral indicators oftradition, life, and landscape.
Griffith examines artistic and cultural forms such as the tradition of handpainted and hand-decorated "Magdalena Holy Pictures" from the town of Magdalena
de Kino, Sonora, and cascarones, the confetti-filled blown eggs that are cracked
over the heads of fiesta goers and merry-makers in both Arizona and Mexico. The
art of decorating and attending to the graves of those who have passed on and the
veneration offolk saints, "victim intercessors," and devotional images is given much
attention. Chapters also detail cowboy songs and horse-race corridos. Finally, Griffith
discusses the continuation of Mexican baroque aesthetic and cultural sensibilities
from the eighteenth century to the present.
As he addresses each cultural component, Griffith traces what is known of its
historical beginnings and details each through their present-day manifestations and
applications. One of the most impressive aspects of this volume is the intentional
treatment and importance given to the individual artists and perpetuators of these
material and sociocultural forms. For example, Angela Montoya, who makes fabulous cascarones, and Alvaro Moreno, who creates the religious souvenir frames in
Magdalena de Kino, are treated with much the same respect as other masters. Such
detail is invaluable to scholars and those interested in studying folk traditions and
popular arts. All too often the names of folk artists, especially those from nonEuropean countries are noticeably left out of written histories making their lives,
stories, and creations nearly impossible to trace.
Griffith also pays close attention to the mechanisms involved in the evolution
of popular arts and culture. He demonstrates how the interest shown by a number of
groups-including an often dominant Anglo society, multicultural intellectual communities, primary consumers of the creations, and even Griffith himself as a participant-observer-all affect and contribute to the ebb and flow of tradition.
The author has spent over two decades studying and documenting the dynamic
culture of the Pimeria Alta, and his experience certainly shows in A Shared Space.
The text is so engaging that both academic and armchair scholars will not help but
finish the book with new knowledge, understanding, and respect of the cultural
practic\:s of the Pimeria Alta. Once again, James S. Griffith has provided an outstanding contribution to the areas of American studies, anthropology, art history,
folklore, history, and popular culture. His grasp of the intricacies involved in studying the borderlands is to be loudly applauded.
Tey Marianna Nunn
University o/New Mexico

New Westers: The West in Contemporary American Culture. By Michael L.
Johnson. (Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 1996. xii + 408 pp. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95.)

In New Westers, Michael Johnson attempts to lasso a whole range of mythical
constructions, and drive this sorry herd into one amorphous territory called the
West, that space between the Pacific Ocean and the "IOOth-or 98th-meridian"
(p. 23). Given the nature of such a drive, the corral fence is bound to bend, sway,
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give, and just plain collapse at times from all those New Age dogies trying to break
for the East, South, Northwest, or even, heaven help us, California. In seven chapters and more than four hundred pages, Johnson surveys and attempts to put a
brand on what he calls the New West, from fashion to film, literature, history, art,
and music. Most significantly, the author makes sense ofthe nouveau chic of whatborrowing from Norman O. Brown-he calls "historical identity ... made out of
identifications: ancestral figures we identify with" (p. 21). Johnson does all of this
in some of the clearest, most cogent, and at times even lyrical prose I have seen in a
very long time.
Johnson's West is, he confesses, "an open space of the spirit, as much a mental
as a geographical landscape" (p. 25). The overarching theme of this encyclopedic
study seems to be summed up in a line Johnson borrows from William W. Savage,
Jr., "what people choose to believe about their past is more important than the facts
of their past" (p. 62). At the same time, however, Johnson is extremely good throughout this volume at suggesting and showing the ways in which what we choose to
believe does not often correspond closely to what those "facts" were or are. While
his heart is clearly with Garth Brooks, as is evidenced by a quite lengthy paean to
this neo-country, cross-over megastar (in some of the finest prose in this book),
Johnson gives wide play to revisionist historians and writers such as Patricia Nelson
Limerick, Richard White, and Donald Worster, and even wider play to revisionist
writers such as Wallace Stegner and Cormac McCarthy,
If New Westers has failings, they arise perhaps inevitably from the magnitude
of the attempt here. Johnson gives the impression oftmly being a Western polymath,
but the trail drive across all this disparate territory does leave a few strays in its
wake and throws a long rope over some vague ran'geland. I feel a bit of strain, for
example, in attempts to legitimize "Western" literature as a significant sub-canon.
When an absurdly bad novel such as Louie L'Amour's Last ofthe Breed is heralded
(and Jane Tompkins quoted for support), western literature is on dubious terrain,
When very weak fiction such as Rudolfo Anaya's Alburquerque is celebrated and
Hillerman's post-I 986 fiction called "an exemplification of maturing Western literature," one feels less than secure in the face of New York's age-old contempt for art
west of the Mississippi (p. 137). Other questions abound. When Tom Robbins'
"gosh aren't I zany" fiction is described seriously as "re-mythologizing and
'regendering' an ecologically saner West," one wonders why Richard Brautigan, who
certainly re-mythologized the West in far more important ways tlian Robbins ever
did, merits no discussion at all (pp. 126-27). And when the subject of Native
American writing comes up, how in the world does Louise Erdrich merit rather
extensive commentary when none of her fiction even remotely approaches the 98th
or lOath meridian or anything one could conceivably consider "Western"'? Why not
at least a brief discussion of Gerald Vizenor's fiction, poetry, and non-fiction?
Vizenor's Bearheart turns the Westering metanarrative on its head in fine, traditional
trickster fashion; his Heirs ofColumbus re-invents the West and the whole myth of
America, One has the feeling that Erdrich gets into the New West herd because many
readers have "heard" of her-an easy-reading best-seller is always good to have on
any literary trail drive, even if it's a holstein amongst the longhorns. Johnson is even
less satisfying in discussing contemporary literary criticism. His summation "So
literary criticism is alive and well in the New West," comes across as more than a bit
too pat given the mere tip of the hat he offers to that subject (p. 196).
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When I used to work cattle on California ranches, we would lasso and tie up a
young bull and in a matter of squalling minutes the calf would be de-horned, earclipped, inoculated, branded, and castrated. When we opened the corral gate, the
poor, stumbling creature bore little resemblance to the bucking, kicking young fellow he'd recently been. Westering can be harsh even today. Too often critical operations seem to have a similar result, leaving once-vital literature and art a lot less
lively than it was before dissection. One of the finest attributes of New Westers is
that Michael Johnson doesn't do that to his subject. He moves quickly and with a
light hand across an astonishing range of contemporary Western culture, and a reader
comes away with the impression that this region and mythos is alive, vibrant, and
charged with potential.
In assessing any work of this magnitude one can quibble and carp as I've done
above, but despite omissions or what I take to be missed opportunities, ultimately
what must be said about New Westers is that Michael Johnson has produced a
fascinating and truly impressive book that anyone interested in the Western United
States must read.
Louis Owens
University ofNew Mexico
Take My Word: Autobiographical Innovations of Ethnic American Working
Women. By Anne E. Goldman. (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1996.
xxxv + 237 pp. Notes, bibliography, index. $40.00 cloth, $16.00 paper.)
In this critical analysis, Anne E. Goldman provides insight to the various techniques employed by American ethnic working women to voice their own individual
histories within social, historical, and folkloric "extra-literary" works. Goldman
challenges us to redefine the traditional models of literary history by expanding the
accepted definition of autobiography to include New Mexican and African American culinary narratives, the memoirs of a New Mexican midwife and an African
American healer, and the histories of Jewish garment workers. Goldman very effectively points out that despite the emphasis on editorial interests in some cases, and
the attempted portrayal of cultural icons in others, the subjects find ways to insert
their own voices into these autobiographical texts. This book will be of value to
those interested in marginalized texts in the areas of autobiography, history, literature, and Chicana/-o studies among others.
Because of my interests as a Chicana literary scholar, I will only review parts
of the book. Part one, "Defining Genre: Culinary Autobiography," in which Goldman
analyzes the voices of early Nuevo Mexicanas like Fabiola Cabeza de Baca and
Cleofas Jaramillo; and part two, "Negotiating Authority: Edited Personal Narrative," which discusses the "collaboration" between Jesusita Aragon and Fran Leeper
Buss. The first chapter, '''I yam what I yam': Cooking, Culture, and Colonialism in
New Mexico," has been previously published in De/Colonizing the Subject: The
Politics ofGender in Women's Autobiography (1992), edited by Sidonie Smith and
Julia Watson. Goldman successfully elucidates how Cabeza de Baca and Jaramillo
build their authority on their cultural knowledge of cooking that permits the telling
of personal stories in the culinary narratives. Although appreciative of Fran Buss'
work, Goldman criticizes her, the collaborator/editor, for excluding Jesusita Aragon's
name from the cover, implying a negation of Aragon's "authority" and an emphasis
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on Buss'. Goldman keenly highlights the rhetorical patterns in Aragon's words.
These patterns illustrate that the midwife manages to interject her own story int0 an
apparent effort on the part of Buss to iconize her as a cultural rarity whose profession is inferior to that of a medical doctor.
Although Goldman's bibliography is extensive, she acknowledges that it may
not meet the standards of some readers because of her omission of traditional European literary theory. I agree with her decision and her inclusion of appropriate
Chicana/-o and other ethnic theory and criticism.
Rosa O. Pinedo
Albuquerque. New Mexico

Becoming and Remaining a People: Native American Religions on the Northern
Plains. By Howard L. Harrod. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1995. xx
+ 149 pp. Map, notes, bibliography, index, $29.95 cloth, $15.95 paper.)
The role religion plays in Native American cultures is essential to understanding the manner in which Indian people preserve their group and individual identity.
Howard Harrod, a faculty member at Vanderbilt University and author of other
works on Native American religions, presents a profound look at how religion
affected both social continuity and change in Native American societies on the
Northern Plains. Harrod uses the Mandans and the Hidatsas as examples of tribes
who have reinterpreted their religious oral traditions and rituals in order to preserve
and/or change their experiences when circumstances warranted. In addition, Harrod
explains the role rei igion played in the social transformation and development of a
special identity for the Crows, who separated from the Hidatsas, and for the Cheyennes, who became nomadic buffalo hunters. What results is a fascinating and provocative examination of religious traditions and ritual processes as they relate to the
dynamics of identity issues.
Harrod argues that many of the cultural anthropologists of the early twentieth
century failed to recognize the primary role religion played not only in fostering
change but also in resisting change. The author presents important information
about how dreams and visions enabled Indian societies to interact with non-Indian
societies. The power of bundles, sacred items wrapped in animal skins, is deftly
detailed. Moreover, Harrod explains how religious symbols played a prominent role
in interpreting disasters such as epidemic diseases.
In his concluding chapter, Harrod cites several important points regarding Indian religions. The Indians' worldview includes experiences and relationships between humans, plants, animals, and elements of nature, and the impact religion has
on political and economic issues. Finally, Harrod reminds his readers that Northern
Plains peoples constructed and reconstructed their religious traditions and ritual
processes by adopting new elements from Indian and non-Indian sources to meet
their own needs.
Becoming and Remaining a People is a valuable contribution to understanding
the relationship of Indian religions to social identity and social change. All serious
students of Indian religions will want to read this work.
Raymond Wilson
Fort Hays State University
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Book Notes

Lords ofthe Plain: A Novel. By Max Crawford. (Norman: University of
Oklahoma Pr,ess, 1997. xi + 307 pp. Map. $14.95 paper.) Reprint of the
1985 edition with forward by Larry McMurtry.
Life in the Saddle. By Frank Collinson. Edited by Mary Whatley Clarke.
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1997. xiv + 241 pp. Illustrations.
$14.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1963 edition with a foreword by Garry L.
Nail.
Kendall of the Picayune: Being His Adventures in New Orleans, on the
Texan Santa Fe Expedition, in the Mexican War, and in the Colonization ofthe Texas Frontier. By Fayette Copeland. (Norman: University of
Oklahoma Press, 1997. xviii + 351 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $16.95 paper.) Reprint Of the 1943 edition with a foreword
by Robert W. Johannsen.
Apache Mothers and Daughters: Four Generations ofa Family. By Ruth
McDonald Boyer and Narcissus Duffy Gayton. (Norman: University of
Oklahoma Press, 1997. xx + 393 pp. Illustrations, maps, charts, notes,
bibliography, index. $16.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1992 edition.
Coronado's Land: Essays on Daily Life in Colonial New Mexico. By
Marc Simmons. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1996. xii
+ 183 pp. Illustrations, bibliography, index. $10.95 paper.) Reprint of the
1991 edition.
Early Innings: A Documentary History of Baseball, 1825-1908. Edited
by Dean A. Sullivan. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1997. xix +
312 pp. Illustrations, tables, bibliography, index. $15.00 paper.) Reprint
of the. 1995 edition.
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Hero of Beecher Island: The Life and Military Career of George A.
Forsyth. By David Dixon. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1997.
xviii + 257 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $32.50 paper.) Reprint of the 1994 edition.
Where Wagons Could Go: Narcissa Whitman and Eliza Spalding. Edited by Clifford Merrill Drury. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press,
1997.280 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes. $12.00 paper.) Reprint of the
1963 edition with a new introduction by Julie Roy Jeffrey.
Echoes of the Trinity Site. By Jim Clayton. (Huntington, West Virginia:
University Editions, Inc., 1996. xix + 79 pp. Illustrations, notes, bibliography. $8.95 paper.)
Afoot and Alone: A Walk from Sea to Sea by the Southern Route. By
Stephen Powers. Edited by Harwood P. Hinton. (Austin: The Book Club
of Texas, 1995. xxxv + 368 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography,
index. $165.00.)
Mormonism in Transition: A History of the Latter-Day Saints, 18901930. By Thomas G. Alexander. (Urbana: University of Illinois Press,
1996. xx + 399 pp. Illustrations, tables, appendix, notes, bibliography,
index. $24.95 cloth, $16.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1986 edition with a foreword by Stephen J. Stein.
Ernie Pyle in the American Southwest. By Richard Melzer. (Santa Fe,
New Mexico: Sunstone Press, 1996. 176 pp. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. $18.95 paper.)
Blood & Treasure: Confederate Empire in the Southwest. By Donald S.
Frazier. (College Station: Texas A&M University Press, 1997. xiii + 361
pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth, $16.95
paper.) Reprint of the 1995 edition.
Images and Conversations: Mexican Americans Recall a Southwestern
Past. By Patricia Preciado Martin. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press,
'1996. 110 pp. Illustrations, map. $17.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1983 edition.
Desert Capitalism: Maquiladoras in North America's Western Industrial Corridor. By Kathryn Kopinak. (Tucson: University of Arizona
Press, 1996. viii+ 232 pp. Maps, charts, tables, notes, bibliography, index. $45.00.)

News Notes

Malcolm Ebright has been selected by the New Mexico Historical
Review Editorial Board as the 1996 Espinosa Prize winner. His article,
"Advocates for the Oppressed: Indians, Genizaros and their Spanish
Advocates in New Mexico, 1700-1786," appeared in the October 1996
special issue devoted to land grants. The award, named after Gilberto
Espinosa, scholar, lawyer, and longtime supporter of the Review, comes
with a $100 prize.
The University of New Mexico will host the tenth annual Navajo
Studies Conference, 16-19 April 1997. This year's general theme, "Within
and Beyond the Sacred Mountains: A Decade of Cultural Exchange,"
will offer a wide range of papers and presentations on natural and cultural resources, education, medicine, and environmental issues. The
conference will be held at the Student Union Building on UNM's main
campus. For further information, please contact Lucille Stilwell, Director/American Indian Student Services/Mesa Vista Hall, Room 1119/University of New Mexico/Albuquerque, NM 87131.
The Amon Carter Museum recently announced the public debut of
two recently acquired photographs by Paul Outerbridge, Jr. (1896-1958),
one of the most innovative and respected American artist-photographers of the 1920s and 1930s. "H.O. Box, 1922" and "Party Mask and
Shells, 1936" represent high points in Outerbridge's achievements in
melding the boundary between commercial and artistic photography.
The Museum purchased these important photographs at auction in New
York on 3 October 1996. Both photographs are on view in the west gallery. The Museum has acquired an important oil painting by Dennis
Miller Bunker (1861-1890), one of the most talented and innovative
American impressionist artists. "In the Greenhouse" (ca. 1888) is a vibrant, loosely painted depiction of chrysanthemums growing in the greenhouse of the Boston art collector Isabella Stewart Gardner. The painting
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main gallery. For further information, please contact the Public Relations
Office at (817) 738-1933. You can now visit the Museum's web site at
http://www.cartermuseum.org.
The University of Nevada, Reno's sixth annual summer institute on
"Reading and Writing the American West" will focus on science, technology, and western landscapes and cultures. In addition to reading and
responding to fiction, nonfiction, poetry, and other interdisciplinary
materials, participants will focus on developing a "rhetoric of inquiry"
-a way to discuss current issues that will move beneath surface arguments to create agendas for education and citizen participation in scientific and technological issues in a changing world. For further information, or for an application, contact Reading & Writing the West ApplicationlDivision of Continuing Education-048/University of Nevada, Reno/
Reno, NV 89557-0024/(702) 784-4046.

Letters Received by the Attorney General, 1871-1884: Western Law
and Order is now available on microfilm from University Publications of
America. For further information on this collection or any other collection, contact UPA/4520 East-West Highway/Bethesda, MD 20814-3389.
You may also e-mail info@upapubs.com or call toll-free 1-800-6926300.
The Library of Congress recently published, Many Nations a 340page guide with 170 illustrations (50 of which are in color). It is designed
to guide researchers through the vast and extraordinary collections of
the Library of Congress-including many materials hitherto overlookedthat focuses on North American Indians and Alaska Natives. The volume is the fourth in a series of guides to major subject categories of
collections in the Library of Congress, and it represents a six-year effort
by a team of staff members including librarians, reference and curatorial
specialists, historians, analysts, attorneys, and editors. Copies are available for $33.00 from the Superintendent of Documents/P.O. Box 371954/
Pittsburgh, PA 15250---':7954/(202) 512-1800 (8am-<:!:30pm EST).
The Regional Oral History Office at the Bancroft Library, University
of California-Berkeley, announces a CD-ROM based upon the oral history of Marjory B. Farquhar, pioneer sierra climber, conservationist and
photographeL The CD links the oral history transcript with selected digital audio files from the interviews, clips from 16mm movies dating to the
1930s, and a wide variety of other text material. There are albums of more
than 500 photographs chosen from the thousands of professional and
candid pictures taken by Marjory Farquhar over a period of eighty years.
The CD also contains a "How To" manual on making a family history CD,
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with recommended techniques, procedures, and formats. To order, contact FeatherOut, Inc.ll660 S. Amphlett Blvd., Suite 228/San Mateo, California 94402/1-888-236-3623. The price is $25.00, which includes sales
tax and postage.
CALL FOR PAPERS. Paper and session proposals in all areas of
history are welcome for the Nineteenth Mid-America Conference on
History, to be held 18-20 September 1997. The deadline for proposals is
22 April, 1997. Contact Jim Huston/Department of History/Oklahoma
State University/Stillwater, OK 74078-3054/or e-mail:
hus0645@okway.okstate.edu.
New Manuscripts Collections Ready. The Center for Southwest Research (CSWR) of the University of New Mexico recently opened three
new collections for research. Full inventories are available in the Anderson Reading Room, Zimmerman Library. Register of Clients of Jose
Mariano Cardenas, Public Defender; 1798-1806, Collection Number:
MSS 592 BC, size: I box (.35 cu. ft.). The register is written in Spanish.
Perry, Dale Ira, 1952-1984, Papers, 1976-1982, Collection number:
MSS 593 BC, size: 2 boxes (2 cu. ft.). Materials are in Spanish and English. Santa Fe Indian School: The First 100 Years Project. Oral History Interviews of the Santa Fe Indian School: The First 100 Years
Project, 1986-1987, collection number: MSS 595 Be., size: 1 box (1 cu.
ft.). For further information, contact the CSWR at (505) 277-6451.

